FEB 26 9197 


TRAFFICWORLD) 


ISSUED WEEKLY > 


Entered as second-class matter, February 5, 1910, at tne Postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the Act of March 8, 1879. 


Vol. XI, No. 8 Vol. XI, No. 8 WHOLE CHICAGO, ILL.., WHOLE CHICAGO, ILL., FEBRUARY 22, 1913 Price, $10.00 Per Year 


= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
: 
ol AH 





BREAKAGE AND PILFERING 


Are Heavy Drains 


Upon the Shipper and the Carrier. Together, they 
are the Bane of Transportation. 

@In the past 30 days we have had exactly 48 letters _ 
of commendation from 
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Satisfied Customers 


QJust 33 of these letter-writers laid Stress upon t 
fact that 


H & D CORRUGATED BOXES 


Had eliminated their Loss and Damage Claims. 
@No other saving, among the many we offer, 
compares with this, in importance. 

@No other package is as secure against Breakage 
and Pilfering as the Corrugated Box. 

@The largest concerns—The most practical business 
men are among our Customers. 

@ They had to be shown before they were convinced. 


LET US SHOW YOU 


THE HINDE & DAUCH PAPER CO. 


Connipes Tendo, Addicuns SANDUSKY, OHIO 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


DIGEST OF DECISIONS 


Under the Interstate Commerce Act (Ready Soon) 
All Opinions since January 1, 1908, of the Commission and the Courts 
A Fact Point on Each case Contains Everything Found to be a Determinative Feature in 
the Decision. 


7,000 POINTS FOR THE SHIPPER AND TRAFFIC MAN. Clanified Sim end Clearly Under 
| 1.000 Pages, Price $8.00 Delivered. LUST AND MERRIAM, Authors and Publishers, 9 S. La Salle St., Chicago, I. 


Complete Reference Work | 


PUBLIC UTILITY LAWS 
STATE and INTERSTATE 


iThe foundation for the study of all questions bearing on rates, and other features of regulation 
between shippers and carriers, is the law. No traffic manager or traffic attorney can afford to be without 
the Interstate Commerce Laws and Statutes of the several states. The most complete and convenient compil- 
ation of these laws is contained in the book here illus- 
trated, which has been extensively sold to represent- 

ative carriers and prominent shippers. 


Edition Nearly Exhausted 


An Indispensable 
Reference Work 





The demand for this book has been so extensive 
that only a comparatively small number remain and in 
a few weeks copies can no longer be obtained. This 
represents the last opportunity to get one of these dur- 
able volumes of the Digest of Federal and State Court 
Decisions, the Interstate Commerce Laws and the Laws 
of the Various States regulating carriers and relations 
with shippers. 

This volume of 1,500 pages, in addition to a com- 
plete compilation of State Public Utility Laws and 
Interstate Commerce Laws and the Digest of Court 
Decisions, also contains all forms prescribed for filing 
complaints with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


One of the remaining volumes, cloth bound, can be 
obtained for $7.50, delivered. Act quickly, as this op- 
portunity will soon pass. 


Send your order now, and you will have the book 
available when needed. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


418 South Market Street, Chicago 
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New Traffic Jobs 
Now Open 


Because of the Operation of the New Interstate 
Commerce Freight and Express Rate System 






ation can command 
own salary today. 


Earn from $35 to $100 Weekly as a 


Traffic Manager or Director 


The circle of experience is too small to enable anyone to 
master the Basis of Rates, between all rate zones; the Jurisdic- 
tion and Interpretation of tariffs; the Adjustment of rates; the 
Handling of Claims; the Interstate Commerce Law and Pro- 
cedure; Organization and Management of Traffic Departments 
and all those other matters which must be known to the 
Traffic Director of big affairs. 

Expert traffic management cannot be learned from ex- 


perience only You may be able to absorb much by actual 
contact with the traffic world—but the valuable man to-day 
is the man who is expertly trained Such men are in de- 


mand, they are not obliged to compete with those thousands 
of other untrained men, who must work at low wages be- 
cause of their lack of training. 


TAKE THE “SHORTEST ROUTE” 


New Traffic Problems of tremendous importance confront 
the traffic man of the future The standard of proficiency 
must be raised A different kind of man must be created to 
ope with these new and complex problems. 


WHY STRUGGLE ALONG 


Gaining a little mite of experience each day, and only by 
the dfnt of long waiting and much suffering reach the top 

f you ever do? There is an easier and more modern way. 
Save years of time by learning from practical experts who 
ire successfully solving these problems in their everyday 
work. 


BIG SALARIES PAID TO TRAFFIC MANAGERS 


Expert traffic managers command from $2,500 to $25,000 a 
year. Why not prepare yourself to fill one of these lucrative 
positions? 





NEW AND UNCROWDED PROFESSION 

There are half a million LARGE SHIPPERS and RAIL- 
ROADS in the United States Practically every one of them 
needs an expert traffic man, and this need is recognized 
as never before because of the recently enacted railroad rate 
laws and interstate commerce regulations. The demand for 
trained and efficient traffic men is many times greater than 
the supply There’s room for you. 


Study Traffic and Interstate Commerce 
Decide now to become a traffic man Our Interstate Com- 
merce Course enables you to study AT HOME, without leav- 
ing your occupation or sacrificing present income, and to 
become thoroughly versed and proficient in the strategy of 
shipping, including routes and classifications, interstate com- 


merece rules and regulations, etc. The instruction is given 
by some of the biggest traffic managers in the country. The 
ourse is easy to grasp and thoroughly practical Anyone 


vith ordinary intelligence, with reasonable application, can 
naster this new profession. 


FREE TRAFFIC BOOK 


Clip coupon below, sign and mail at once, and we will send 
you FREE, postpaid, a handsome portfolio containing com- 
plete information concerning the opportunities and require- 
ments of this attractive profession. Get posted at once 
Clip coupon. 


=~ = = = = FREE CONSULTATION BLANK == = = = 


= La Salle Extension University, Dept. 35, Chicago, Ill. 4 
$ I want to consult with you on the subject of 1 
a Interstate Commerce. and would like to have more . 
s information and a full and complete explanation of ' 
i the opportunities for success in this new field. 
1 Send me full information and free Traffic Book. ' 
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Know The Traffic End 
Of Your Business 


Study railroad freight traffic as it relates to your business— 
and to your business alone. Get all the data on traffic rules, 
laws and regulations that govern shipments of goods and prod- 
ucts in which you are interested. 

Business men, traffic managers, shipping clerks, etc., etc., 
long have demanded information on traffic problems in their 
particular lines, in concise, compact, practical form. 


43 Different Courses 


To meet this need, the National Traffic College announces the 
completion of correspondence courses, containing specific instruc- 
tions on freight traffic for 43 different lines of business, as 
follows: 














































Iron and Steel Salt 
Lumber, Shingles and Lumbe1 3ottles 
Products Packing-house Products 
Furniture Butter and Eggs 
Grain and Grain Products Pianos and Musical Instru- 
Cement, Lime and Plaster ments 
Petroleum Ores and Concentrates 
Coal and Coke Sugar 
Wool and Hides Powder and High Explosives 
Paper Live Stock 
Cotton Railway Supplies 
Fertilizers Chemicals 
Stoves and Ranges Cooperage 
Vehicles Dry Goods 
Automobiles Groceries 
Fruits and Vegetables Seeds 
Machinery Flour 
Beer and Spirituous Liquors Agricultural Implements 
Cottonseed Products Poultry 
Brick, Clay and Sewer Pipe Asphalt 
Stone and Gravel Canned Goods 
Drugs Food Products 





And a General Course on Freight Traffic 


Get Free Book 


If you are interested in any line mentioned above, write us, 
with your name, address and occupation, and mention subject 
you are interested in, and we will send you a copy of our free 
booklet. 

If you want to equip yourself for general traffic work, write 
for booklet on our general course in traffic work. 

Send for your copies to-day. 


National Traffic College °% Building 


UNITED FRUIT COMPANY 


Steamship Service 


Operating the only steamers sailing out of any American 
port constructed specially for service in the Tropics. 
Regular passenger and freight sailings between 


New York—Boston 
Philadelphia— Baltimore 
Mobile—New Orleans 


AND 


Jamaica— Panama Canal 
Colombia—Costa Rica 
Guatemala—Nicaragua 
Honduras—British Honduras 


CONNECTIONS : 


AT COLON — for Panama City and Pacific Coast Ports of 
Mexico, Central and South America. 

AT PORT LIMON — for San Jose, Costa Rica and other 
points on the Northern Railway. 

AT PUERTO BARRIOS — for Guatemala City and other 
points on the Guatemala Railway. 


q The opening of the CANAL will see the greatest changesin 
the commercial routes of the world that have ever been known, 
and every Traffic Man owes it to himself to see it before the 
water is turned in. 

q Take one of the big air-cooled steamers of our GREAT 
WHITE FLEET this winter and go to Panama. You will 
enjoy every moment of the trip. 


Our illustrated booklets tell the whole story. Ask any TICKET 
or TOURIST AGENT for a copy, or write tous 


M. HARTMANN, Western Passenger Agent 
444 Commercial National a Building, Chicago, Ill. 
131 State Street, Boston 7 Battery Place, New York, N. ¥ 
W “Bal 


Mass. 
Pier 5 North harye Philadelphia, Pa. Piet 1 Pratt St., Baltimore, ‘Md. 
t. Charles Street, New Orleans, La 
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We Are Package Experts 


a // THE ONLY COMPANY MAKING 
co ay EVERY STYLE OF SHIPPING CASE 
ws ~~. / 


WOODEN BOXES 
WIREBOUND BOXES 
CORRUGATED 
al AND FIBRE 
Orie CONTAINERS 
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FREIGHT, EXPRESS or PARCEL POST SERVICE 
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As we make all kinds we are 
unbiased, and with 30 years’ 3 
manufacturing experience we se me ace a 

are able to assist you in pro- f 
curing the most economical : 

package adapted to your re- 
quirements. 
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Call on us at any time. 
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A thoroughly modern refrigerator express car—inside dimensions 
35 ft. by 8 ft. by 7% ft. high—Capacity, exclusive of ice, 50,000 lbs. 


Built for a Single Purpose 


—the Scientific Preservation 


of Perishable Produce. 


The Wells Fargo fleet of 165 refrigerator express cars is 
thoroughly modern. Each car has been constructed along 
scientific lines with an eye to efficiency in preserving 
perishable produce. 


Whether it be fruit or meat, milk or vegetables, Wells 
Fargo stands ready at anytime to transport your produce 
in well-iced cars—and at top speed. 


If you have a shipment which must be delivered in per- 
fect freshness, and by a certain definite time, 


Choose the Modern Refrigerator Express Service of 


Wells Fargo & Co Express 


Ask our agent in your city for particulars 
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REPRESENTATIVES LET GO. 


The House Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce has quit work for the session and all the 
subjects it had under have been 
That includes uniform classification, com- 


consideration 
shelved. 
plaints concerning the fourth section, and in fact 
every conceivable subject that has been brought to 
the attention of Congress during the last two years, 
except, of course, canal tolls, which were acted 
upon at the session a year ago. The determination 
to drop everything resulted from the fact that-Chair- 
man Adamson could not persuade a quorum of the 
members of the committee to attend hearings. ‘The 
lure of other matters has been too great for the 
members to resist. It would seem that nearly all of 
them have other fish to fry and that the question as 
to whether the jurisdiction of the Commerce Court 
should be extended, whether Congress should en- 
act a uniform classification law or anything else, is 
iar inferior, in the eyes of members, to the question 
whether John Smith is to be postmaster at Hasen- 
pieffer or whether Representative Soandso is to be 
a member of the committee on alcoholic liquor traf- 
fic or on ventilation and acoustics. When 
grave questions press for settlement, matters in 
which the business world is supposed to be inter- 


such 


ested must be laid aside as of secondary importance. 
In the early part of the session members could not 
get down to the consideration of bills affecting in- 
terstate commerce because they were too busy re- 
joicing or weeping over what election day had done 
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to them and at the end of the session they are too 
busy trying to better their misfortunes or to gather 
the fruits of their victory. 





PACKAGE CASE IS POSTPONED. 

The announcement that the date of hearing in 
the Pridham case, which was partially heard at Los 
Angeles the latter part of last month, has been 
postponed to a date subsequently to be named, will 
be received with a good deal of satisfaction by all 
parties interested in the matter. Perhaps as great 
satisfaction will be felt when it is also known that 
undoubtedly the case will be heard before one of 
the Commissioners instead of before an examiner. 
This indicates the importance which is attached to 
the matter by the Commission. 


During the last week the matter has been a very 
lively one, particularly so far as Chicago is con- 
cerned, on account of the annual meeting of the Na- 
tional Association of Box Manufacturers and the 
formation of an association of users of fibre board 
containers; the latter including’ both shippers of 
goods in and receivers of fibre board containers. 

In the course of some informal conversation that 
occurred, it was ascertained that in a case of cer- 
tain classes of shipment there is one point to which 
attention has not been paid to any considerable ex- 
tent. It appears that shippers of certain classes of 
cereals claim it is impossible to use pine lumber for 
boxes, and presumably there are other kinds which 
cannot be used for this purpose for the same rea- 
The reason is that these commodities rapidly 
absorb the pitchy flavor of the pine wood and the 
It seems . 
probable, as suggested, that this same objection 
applies to several other classes of wood. At least 
one large concern, engaged in the manufacture of 
various kinds of breakfast foods, feels itself com- 
pelled either to use the fibre board package, or as 
a substitute therefor to use basswood, and this can 
only be obtained in sufficient quantities by import- 
ing it from Canada. 

This constitutes an interesting argument in favor 
of settling the status of the fibre box on the basis 
that it is to a certain extent very much of a neces- 
sity. Under certain conditions and possibly in cer- 
tain uses, it seems to have made among some car- 
riers at least a reputation for itself as more or less 
of a nuisance, and it may now have a complete op- 
portunity for the vindication of its existence. 

It is more than probable that the result of the 
investigation which is now going on will be such as 
to establish permanently the status of the fibre box, 
its limitations and the manner in which it must be 
handled as respects sealing. 

As has been frequently stated in these columns, 


son. 


contents of the packages are soon spoiled. 
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it is believed that there is quite room enough for 


both the wooden box and fibre packages. The Prid- 


ham case comes up at an opportune time and it is 


fortunate that the issue has been made general. 
The interest displayed by all parties concerned is an 
assurance of a definite settlement. 


COAL ADVANCE NOT JUSTIFIED 


The Commission has decided that the proposed ad- 
vance in rates on soft coal, carloads, from Hillsboro, 
Edwardsville and other points in Illinois to Davenport 
and Bettendorf, Iowa, has not been justified. Therefore, 
the Big Four and the Wabash, which filed the tariff, are 
required to cancel the advances on or before March 15. 
The advance proposed was 15 cents per ton from the 
Mount Olive and Hillsboro districts in the south end of 
what is now generally known as the Springfield district. 
The Burlington asked the Wabash and the Big Four to 
advance these rates for the purpose, it was claimed, of 
bringing about an adjustment which the Burlington con: 
sidered proper, namely, a division of the so-called Spring- 
field district into two districts. The whole question was 
threshed out in I. & S. No. 149. The operators along the 
Burlington road believe that they should have rates lower 
than the operators on the Big Four and the Wabash, and 
the division of the district, if made, would have had the 
effect of giving them a 15-cent advantage. 

It has been the policy of the Burlington to develop 
the mines along its own lines, and, in pursuance of that 
has required its connections to increase their 
rates by way of justification for the reasonableness of 
the 15-cent increase. Comparison was made of the rate 
per ton per mile when the Burlington receives the entire 
haul from its own mines and when it divides the haul and 
the rate with its connections who serve other mines. 

Chairman Lane, in his report and opinion, said that 
the table of per ton per mile rates is not convincing and 
that the Commission could not, in such a proceeding as 
this, undertake to adjust relative rates from different 
groups. Such showing, he said, does not justify the ad- 
vances proposed, especially in view of the acknowledged 
policy of the Burlington that it is desirous of securing 
for the mines upon its own line a differential in the rate 
which will give to such mines an advantage over other 
mines which have hitherto been treated, since their open- 
ing, upon the same rate basis. 


EXTENDS EFFECTIVE DATE 


policy, 


extended the effective date of 
2900, Southwestern Shippers’ 
Topeka & Santa Fe 
pending the decision of 
which, in 


Commission has 
its order in Docket No. 
Traffic Association vs. Atchison, 
et al., from March 1 to May 1, 
the Commerce Court in the Shreveport case, 
turn, is awaiting the decision of the United States Su- 
preme Court in the Minnesota Rate cases. 

This will make the third postponement of this case, 
which involves reductions in class rates from Galveston, 
Tex., to Wichita, Kan., and Oklahoma City. 


The 


WESTERN CLASSIFICATION, 

A meeting of the Western Classification Committee 
will be held at St. Louis, beginning on Tuesday, April 1, 
1913, at 10:30 a. m., in the rooms of the Liederkranz Club, 
Grand avenue and Magnolia. 
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LEADERS IN TRAFFIC 
The Men Who Are Solving the Big Prob 
lems—and the Good Work 
They Have Done 


MARTIN VAN PERSYN. 

Martin Van Persyn, manager transportation depart- 
ment, Sprague, Warner & Co., wholesale grocers, Chi- 
cago, is a native of Chicago. His first railway experienc: 
was in the office of the Chicago & Western Indiana as 


MARTIN VAN PERSYN, 
Transportation Manager Sprague-Warner & Co. 


clerk in the office of the When the latte! 
left the road he took Van Persyn with him to the Sout! 
Chicago Dock Co. Later, this company contracted its 
business to such an extent as to require the services of 
and at this time, in 1883, Van 
service of Sprague, Warner & Co., 
until he became 


president. 


only two Persy! 
entered the 
up through various positions 


the transportation department. 


men, 
workin: 
head o 


As a traffic representative of this firm and of th: 
Wholesale Grocers’ Association, Mr. Van Persyn has take 
a prominent part in the hearings before the Commissio! 
on Western Classification and also, recently, ha 
been concerned with the agitation upon the subject « 
fiberboard packages. He takes the position that the 
dealings of all traffic men with relation to the carriers 
should be characterized by fairness and a spirit of co- 
operation, and this may be supplemented very materially 
by some consideration in the matter of filing claims and 
in making complaints before the Commission. He has 
this week been elected a director of the newly organized 
Association of Users of Fiberboard Containers. 


more 
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THE CARRIERS AND TRANSIT 


The settlement of the transit 
matter, in the way it is set forth in 
Commissioner McChord’s opinion, 
again proves the value of the scheme 
for government regulation as devised 
in the Act to regulate commerce. At 
the same time it shows how fortu- 
nate the country was, when, in 1906, 
the advocates of the legislation that 
would have turned the Commission 
into a court were not strong enough 





to win their point. 

Had the Commission been required, by the legisla- 
tion of that year, to abide by the rules that bind a judi- 
cial body, the decision of Aug. 15, 1912, would have 
remained long to plague shippers, carriers and the Com- 
mission. As indicated in Mr. McChord’s opinion, the 
order of that date performed the greatest service, that 
of directing the attention of everybody concerned to 
the fact that the transit privilege tariffs, rules and regu- 
lations were not what those interested in upholding the 
old system contended they were. The intent was all 
right, but the practice was too loose for toleration. 


Now everybody is back to where he was before the 
decision was made, but with a clear realization that the 
carriers and shippers must evolve tariffs, rules and regu- 
lations that will be in line with the spirit of the regu- 
lating statute. 

The great, big, underlying fact has been recognized 
that, in its essence, transit is a plan for the substitution 
of a manufactured or sorted, or classified product for 
the raw material and that without substitution there can 
be no effective transit. But that substitution must be 
regulated so that no other part of the law is offended. 
Transit that results in undue discrimination in favor of 
one set of shippers and undue prejudice to another set, is 
clearly as much a violation of the spirit and letter of 
the law as any other practice resulting in undue ad- 
vantage for one and undue disadvantage for «another. 

As in the tap-line matter, each case must be dealt 
with on its own peculiar facts. Substitution is not for- 
bidden by the act and it must be lawful so long as it 
does not cause violations of the parts of the law which 
have been invoked for the elimination of unreasonable 
rates, practices and regulations upon individual or com- 
munity complaints. 

Former Senator Long of Kansas, Judge Cowan of 
Texas and former Governor Linn of Minnesota, during 
the hearings on the subject several weeks ago, took the 
position that if the law is as the carriers had inferred 
it to be from the decision of August 15, then there was 
nothing for them to do other than that of going to Con- 
gress with a petition to have the statute changed. As 
shippers they could not get into the courts to have the 
question tested, without probably pursuing a roundabout 
line of procedure that would be expensive, not only as 
to money, but as to time as well, and uncertain as to the 
outcome. 

Such language might be deemed to smack of coer- 
cion or threatening the Commission, but the three men 
made it clear that they had no such thought in mind. 
They assumed that the Commissioners are as just as 
they, and as fairminded; that if they could not agree 
as to what the law means, they would disagree and go 
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to the body that has the power to make plain that which 
is shown to be uncertain by the very fact that able men 
could come to such a divergence of views. 


The burden of regulating transit so as to make it 
inoffensive in the eyes of the Commission, as Mr. Mc- 
Chord says, is placed upon the carriers. Theirs is the 
responsibility. The Commission will sit in judgment on 
what they do and point out wherein a given proposition 
seems obnoxious. The carriers now carry the burden 
of justifying whatever they do or propose to do, and the 
decision handed down on Monday follows the rule, in 
principle, that was laid down in the act of 1910, when the 
burden of justification was laid speeifically upon the 
carriers. 

It would cause too serious a disturbance of business 
for the carriers to say they will not grant transit privi- 
leges. Many of them would lose revenue, not by reason 
of business being diverted to rival lines, but simply 
through the inability of commodities to move in and out 
on high local rates. A carrier may not buy tonnage 
by means of rebates or anything savoring of them, but 
it must be alive in a commercial sense and help those 
who would give it tonnage, by making tariffs of rates 
that will be an inducement to ship where a profit may 
be made. There cannot be the old-time cut-rate com- 
petition, but the time will never come when a carrier 
will be able to assume that people must travel and they 
must ship goods no matter what the rates, rules and 
regulations may be. The carriers, for a while, might 
get along without transit, but in the course of time the 
evil effect of such a policy would become apparent, even 
without any prodding from Congress. 


Tariffs providing for transit that say what they mean 
and mean what they say, according to the men who 
participated in the conferences, are possible. The latest 
utterance from the Commission is an invitation from that 
body to all parties concerned to busy themselves with 
the preparation of such tariffs, those preparing them 
always to have in mind the parts of the law that forbid 
unreasonable rates, undue discrimination, undue prefer- 
ences and the other things that are forbidden by the first 
four sections of the law. 


There is not much question but that tariffs can be 
framed on the assumption that rice is rice, wheat is 
wheat, cotton is cotton and lumber is lumber, in a trans- 
portation sense, only so long as the rates on the different 
varieties of the same commodity are the same. White 
corn is not the same as yellow corn when one rate 
applies to one kind and a different rate applies to an- 
other kind. Hardwood lumber is not the same as soft 
wood, either in trade, transportation or in forestry, be- 
cause, so far as transportation is concerned, there are 
different rates. But oak and ash are the same in a 
transportation sense, because the rates, generally speak- 
ing, are the same. 

Where varying rates apply, the transit problem is 
not impossible at a given point, though the policing may 
be more expensive. In fact, it may be so expensive that, 
in the end, the application of the same rates may be 
the easier solution. 

Because dishonest shippers of cotton may use transit, 
at New Orleans, for instance, so as to send cotton into 
the interior instead of out by water, is no»reason for 
abolishing transit, any more than theft is a reason for 
abolishing private ownership in property. That’s a case 
for the grand and petit juries. 
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ON HOUSEHOLD GOODS 


CASE NO. 4770 OPINION NO. 2151 
(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 65.) 
PATILLO VS. ATLANTA & WEST POINT RAIL- 
ROAD CO. ET AL. 


C. M. 


Submitted Aug. 18, 1912. Decided Dee. 2, 1912. 

Rate of 93 cents per 100 pounds for the transportation of 
household goods in carloads from West Point, Ga., to Waco, 
Tex., found to have been unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeded 77 cents. Reparation awarded. 


J. C. Dillard for complainant. 

R. Walton Moore and Frank W. Gwathmey for Atlanta 
& West Point Railroad Co. and Western Railway of Ala- 
bama. 

A. P. McCormick for Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas 
Railroad & Steamship Co., Louisiana Western Railroad 
Co., Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. and Houston & 
Texas Central Railroad Co. 

Report of the Commission. 
BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant, a resident of Waco, Tex., by 
filed March 25, 1912, alleges that an unreasonable and un- 
duly discriminatory rate was charged for the transporta- 


petition, 


tion of a carload of household goods from West Point, 
za., to Waco. Reparation is asked. 
The shipment was made Jan. 21, 1911, and moved 


via defendants’ lines through New Orleans, La. Charges 
in the sum of $186 were collected, based upon a rate of 
93 cents per 100 pounds, made up of the sixth class rates 
of 13 cents from West Point to Opelika, Ala., 36 
thence to New Orleans, and class D rate of 44 cents from 
New Orleans to destination. 

From points in southeastern territory, including West 
Point to Waco and points in defendants 
publish joint through class and commodity rates governed 
by Western Classification, which are applied on practically 
all traffic except trans- 
portation of this commodity being made on the basis of 
the lowest available combination. The Western Classifi- 
cation provides class B rating for household goods, car- 
loads, but on shipments moving into Texas from Chicago, 
Mississippi River points, and practically all the territory 
thereof, an exception to the classification provides 
D rating. Complainant extension of 
West Point, which result in the ap- 
plication of the joint through cents 
from West Point to Waco. As class D rating is accorded 
household goods from the territory as shown above, and 
as joint through class rates are maintained on the other 
traffic from West Point to Waco, complainant contends 
that the basis employed in arriving at the rate charged 
on this shipment was unduly discriminatory against West 
Point and against the commodity shipped. It is 
alleged that the rate charged was unreasonable. 

Throughout Western Classification territory, class B is 
the normal rating for household goods. Defendants state 
that class D rating on household goods to Texas was estab- 
lished for exceptional reasons, and is abnormally low, 
being usually applied on such commodities as brick, lum- 
ber and slate; and that the carriers have never deemed 
it advisable to extend that rating to points east of Chicago 
and the Mississippi. River. 

To justify the exception of household goods from the 
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application of joint through class rates, defendants assert 
that the joint through rates from southeastern territory 
to Texas were established with a view of placing southern 
cities on a competitive basis with markets north of the 
Ohio River who enjoy joint through rates to Texas, and 
as household goods constitute a peculiar commodity which 
is not subject to or affeffctffed by commercial competition, 
they have not accorded that commodity joint through 
rates. It is also shown that from the Southeast to prac- 
tically all territories rates on household goods are made 
on the basis of the lowest combination. 

In support of his contention that the rate charged 
was unreasonable, complainant called attention to a rate 
of 77 cents on household goods from points east of Chicago 
and north of the Ohio River to California and Nevada 
points and offered in evidence an exhibit showing lower 
rates from West Point to Waco on vehicles, furniture, 
cooperage, vegetables, etc., than applied on household 
goods. The class B rate from West Point to Waco was 
77 cents. 

Upon consideration -of the facts disclosed by this rec- 
ord we are of the opinion and find that the rate charged 
in question was 


for the transportation of the shipment 
7 cents per 


unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 77 
100 pounds, which we also find to be a reasonable maxi- 
mum rate for the future. We further find that complain- 
ant made the shipment in accordance with the above 
statement of facts and paid charges thereon at the rate 
herein found to have been unreasonable; that he has been 
damaged to the extent of the difference between the 
amount which he did pay and the amount which he would 
have paid at the rate herein found reasonable; and that 
he is therefore entitled to an award of reparation in the 
sum of $32, with interest from Feb. 1, 1911. An order will 
be entered accordingly. 


ORDER. 


This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 


on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 
the parties, and full investigations of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 


having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report con- 
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which 
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendants be, 
and they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before April 1, 1913, and for a period of 
two years thereafter to abstain, from charging, demanding, 
collecting, or receiving their present rate for the trans- 
potation of household goods in carloads from West Point, 
Ga., to Waco, Tex., which rate is found in said report to 
be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on or 
before April 1, 1913, upon notice to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the general public by not less 
than five days’ filing and posting in the manner pre- 
scribed in section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce, and 
for a period of not less than two years after said April 
1, 1913, to maintain and apply to the transportation of 
household goods in carloads from West Point, Ga., to 
Waco, Tex., a rate not in excess of 77 cents per 100 
pounds, which rate is found in said report to be reasonable. 
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February 22, 1913 


And it is further ordered, That said defendants be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay unto 
complainant, C. M. Patillo, on or before April 1, 1913, the 
sum of $32, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per 
cent per annum from Feb. 1, 1911, as reparation on ac- 
count of a rate charged for the transportation of one 
carload of household goods from West Point, Ga., to Waco, 
Tex., which rate so charged has been found to have been 
unreasonable, as more fully and at large appears in and 
by said report of the Commission. 


REDUCES MOSS MINIMUM 


OPINION NO. 2158 
(26 I.-C. C. Rep.,=P. 94-)- 
BARNARD CO. VS. CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & 
ST. PAUL RAILWAY CO. 


CASE NO. 4715 


WwW. W. 


Submitted June 14, 1912. Decided Jan. 7, 1913. 


It appears that charges for the transportation of moss in car- 
loads from Mather, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., were based on 
the rate on lumber -and subject to lumber minimum 
weights; the average loading weight of moss in a standard 
car is about one-half. that of lumber; there is no transporta- 
tion or commercial relation. between moss and lumber; Held, 
That charges-assessed-on the-above basis -were- unreason- 
able. A reasonable rate and minimum weight prescribed 
for the future. Reparation awarded. 


O. M. Rogers for complainant. 
O. W. Dynes for Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Co. 


Report of the Commission. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant, a corporation with its principal place 
of business at Chicago, Ill., is a dealer in seeds, plants, 
and florists’ supplies. Its petition, filed Jan. 19, 1912, 
alleges that it was charged an unreasonable rate for 
the. transportation of.certain carloads. of moss from 
Mather, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., and asks reparation. 

During the period from Feb. 24, 1910, to July 7, 
1911, complainant shipped over defendant’s lines from 
Mather, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., eighteen carloads of moss, 
for which transportation charges were collected at a 
rate of 13 cents per 100 pounds, based on car minimum 
weights of 30,000 pounds or 34,000 pounds, according 
to the size of the car, and amounting in the aggregate 
to $730.20. 

During the period covered by the shipments there 
was a commodity rate applicable to the traffic in. car- 
loads from’ Mather to Chicago, 3 cents higher than the 
lumber rate from and to the same points, subject to 
lumber minimum weights. The rate on lumber in car- 
loads was 9 cents per 100 pounds. The minimum 
weights prior to Aug. 15, 1910, were 24,000 pounds for a 
car under 34 feet in length and 30,000 pounds for a car 
34 feet and over in length. These minima were changed 
On the date last mentioned to 30,000 pounds for a car 
36 feet in length or under, and 34,000 pounds for a car 
Over 36 feet in length. Six of the shipments were 
charged at a minimum of 34,000 pounds per car, and the 
remainder at a minimum of 30,000 pounds per car. 

There is dispute as to the manner in which the moss 
Was shipped, but the weight of the evidence is to the 
effect that it was pressed in bales. 

Moss of the character here involved is a natural 
product of forest swamps, and when gathered and dried 
iS usually pressed into bales for shipment. It readily 
absorbs and holds moisture, and its principal use is for 
Protecting roots of nursery stock and for the preserva- 
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tion of flowers. It is of light weight and is not suscep- 
tible of loading above an average of about 15,000 pounds 
in a standard 36-foot car. The aggregate weight of the 
shipments in question was 239,800 pounds. The cars 
varied considerably in weight. Four of them *ran over 
15,000 pounds, aggregating 79,000 pounds. 

As the lawful rate was 12 cents instead of 13 cents 
per 100 pounds there was an overcharge on seventeen 
of the shipments of 1 cent per 100 pounds based on the 
stated minimum weights. 

By western classification, moss, n. 0. s., is rated as 
fifth class, minimum weight 20,000 pounds, and the 
fifth-class rate from Mather, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., is 
16 cents per 100 pounds. 

Complainant contends that the 12-cent commiodity 
rate, based on the stated high minimum weights, was 
unreasonable when compared with the class rate carry- 
ing a much lower car minimum. It is further contended 
that there should be an alternative provision in defend- 
ant’s tariffs which would permit the application of west- 
ern classification when a lower rate than the commodity 
rate would thereby result. The claim is resisted by de- 
fendant as not a proper method of rate-making. 

Defendant does not undertake to justify the rate 
complained of as predicated upon a fair or reasonable 
basis, either as to the applied minimum weights or as 
to its relation to lumber rates. It is in effect admitted 
that a rate on moss, made simply as an arbitrary over 
the rate on lumber and subject to lumber minimum 
weights, is without support in logic or reason. Defend- 
ant insists, however, that the charges resulting from 
the rate and minimum are not unduly excessive or in 
that sense unreasonable. It contends that the com- 
modity should be rated on the same basis as holly 
branches, evergreen decorations, ground pine and mis- 
tletoe, which under western classification carry a second- 
class rate of 42 cents per 100 pounds on a minimum of 
12,000 pounds for a 36-foot car. 

The commodity in question is not sufficiently similar 
to holly branches, ground pine or mistletoe to justify 
a rating on the same basis with those articles. It is 
materially different, both in character and in the use to 
which it is generally applied. It is a comparatively cheap 
product, not liable to damage in transit, and is capable 
of being closely compressed in bales, whereas holly 
branches, ground pine and mistletoe cannot be compressed 
in bales without being unfitted for the uses to which such 
articles are usually appropriated. 


It is evident from the record that a rate of 12 cents 
per 100 pounds on a minimum of 30,000 pounds for a 36- 
foot car cannot be supported upon just reasons. Defend- 
ant does not undertake to uphold the existing arrangement. 
There is no justification for a carload minimum of twice 
the weight the commodity will ordinarily load. Nor is 
there any good reason apparent to us for fixing a rate 
on moss at an arbitrary over the rate on another com- 
modity wholly different in character and to which moss 
bears no commercial relation whatsoever, 

Upon the facts of record we are of opinion and find 
that for the traffic in question 15,000 pounds would be a 
fair minimum weight, and that 22 cents per 100 pounds 
would be a reasonable rate on the traffic in carloads from 
Mather, Wis., to Chicago, III. 

The four shipments, which weighed over 15,000 pounds 
each, aggregated 79,000 pounds. The other shipments at 
a car minimum of 15,000 pounds would have aggregated 
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210,000 pounds. The total weight which should have been 
charged for on that basis would have been 289,000 pounds. 
At a rate of 22 cents per 100 pounds the charges would 
have amounted to the sum of $635.80 instead of $730.20 as 
charged, a difference of $94.40. To the extent of this 
difference we find the charges collected to have been un- 
reasonable. 

We further find that complainant made the shipments 
in accordance with the above statement of facts and paid 
charges thereon herein found to have been unreasonable; 
that complainant has been damaged to the extent of the 
difference between the amount paid and the amount 
which would have been paid at the rate and minimum 
weight herein found reasonable. Complainant is there- 
fore entitled to an award of reparation in the sum of 
$94.40, with interest from Aug. 1, 1911. An order will be 





entered in accordance with the findings herein announced. 
ORDER, 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer 
on file, and Laving been duly heard and submitted by the 
parties, and full investigation of the matters and things 
involved having been had, and the Commission having, on 
the date hereof, made and filed a report containing its 
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said re- 
port is hereby referred to and made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendant be, and 
it is hereby, notified and required, on or before April 15; 
1913, to cease and desist, and for a period. of two years 
thereafter to abstain, from charging, demanding, collecting, 
or receiving its present rate and minimum weight for the 
transportation of moss in carloads from Mather, Wis., to 
Chicago, Ill., which said rate is found in said report to be 
unreasonable, 

It is further ordered, That said defendant be, and it 
is hereby, notified and required to establish, on or before 
April 15, 1913, upon notice to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and to the general public by not less than five 
days’ filing and posting in the manner prescribed in section 
6 of the Act to Regulate Commerce, and for a period of 
two years from said Apri] 15, 1913, to maintain and apply 
to the transportation of moss in carloads from Mather, 
Wis., to Chicago, Ill., a rate not in excess of 22 cents per 
100 pounds, with a minimum weight of 15,000 pounds, 
which said rate and minimum are found in said report to 
be reasonable. 

And it is further ordered, That said defendant be, 
and it is hereby, authorized and directed, on or before 
April 15, 1913, to pay unto the complainant, W. W. Barnard 
Co., the sum of $94.40, with imterest thereon at the rate 
of 6 per cent per annum from Aug. 1, 1911, as reparation 
on account of a rate charged for the transportation of 
carload shipments of moss from Mather, Wis., to Chicago, 
lll., which rate so charged has been found to have been 
unreasonable, as more fully and at large appears in and 
by said report of the Commission, 
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CASE NO. 4103 OPINION NO. 2159 
(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 94.) 
TEXHOMA MILL & ELEVATOR CO. VS. CHICAGO, 
ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 
Submitted April 13, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Rate of 2% cents per 100 pounds for the transportation of grain 
in carloads from Texhoma, Okla., to Texhoma, Tex., not 
found unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 
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D. W. Harrington, George A. Henshaw and H. C 
Moore for complainant. 

W. F. Dickinson, W. T. Hughes and N. 
for defendants. 

George A. Henshaw for Corporation Commission of 


Oklahoma. 


H. Lassiter 


Report of the Commission. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

The complainant, a corporation, owns and operates 
a mill and elevator at Texhoma, Okla., and ships grain 
and feed manufactured from grain to various Texas and 
other interstate points. In its petition, filed May 13 
1911, it igs alleged that the rate of 2% cents per 10) 
pounds collected by defendants for the transportation of 
grain in carloads from Texhoma, Okla., to Texhoma, Tex., 





is unreasonable. Reparation is asked. on 

Texhoma, Okla., and Texhoma, Tex., are munici- S sio 
palities incorporated under the laws of the states of rat 
Oklahoma and Texas, respectively.. They are located ave 


contiguous to the line which divides the two states in cor 
the northern part of what is known as the panhandle of 3 hat 
Texas. The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. | @ an¢ 
operates the only line of railway reaching the two towns | | by 
north of the state line, and the Chicago, Rock Island & | @ un¢ 
Gulf Railway Co. operates the lines south. | pla 

The separate operating corporations are made neces- poi: 
sary by a statute of the state of Texas which provides @ de! 
that every corporation engaged in business in that state = hon 
shall be incorporated under its laws and shall receive its 5 to 
charter from that state. It appears that at the time Tex- exe 
homa, Okla., was incorporated as a municipality there mal 
was no town at the present site of Texhoma, Tex. The unt 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific erected a depot in the no 
Oklahoma town a short distance from the state line mit: 
Subsequently the town of Texhoma, Tex., was incorpo- of t 
rated, and it was located just over the state line and ad- 
jacent to Texhoma, Okla. Application was made to the 
Texas railroad commission asking it to require the Chi 
cago, Rock Island & Gulf to locate a depot at that point. | 
The state commission granted the prayer of the com- 
plainant and directed the railway company to build the 
depot as requested. The carriers took the case to the 
courts on appeal, and ultimately the Supreme Court of 
the state of Texas affirmed the decision of the state com- 
mission. Thereupon _the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Co. applied to the Oklahoma state commission for per- 
mission to remove its depot from Texhoma, Okla., to the 
state line, secured permission from that commission, and 
the depot was moved and now stands half in Texas and 
half in Oklahoma. 

Texhoma, Tex., has about 150 inhabitants, and Tex a 
homa, Okla., about 350. No industries are located in the 
Texas town. The rails of the two defendants pass con- 
tinuously through the two towns, and neither town is a 
division point of the defendants. After the depot of the 
defendants was moved to the state line, the two defend 
ants established a joint interstate rate of 6 cents per 10/ 
pounds for the transportation of grain from Texhoma 
Okla., to Texhoma, Tex. This was subsequently reduce: 
to 5 cents, and since Feb. 7, 1910, has been 2% cents. 

At the time of the removal of the depot the rate o: 
grain from Texhoma, Okla., to group 1 points in Texas 
was 30% cents; to group 2 points, 33 cents, and to grou) 

3 points, 354% cents. At the same time the state rate t 
all points in Texas from Texhoma, Tex., was 20 cents 
When the rate was made 2% cents from Texhoma, Okla 
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to Texhoma, Tex., the aggregate of the intermediate rates 
from Texhoma, Okla., to all points in Texas consequently 
became 22% cents. The higher through rates from Tex- 
homa, Okla., to points in Texas were canceled July 28, 
1912, and since that date shipments from Oklahoma points 
to all points in Texas have moved on the combination of 
the rates in effect to and from Texhoma, Tex. 

Complainant’s mill and elevator is located on a private 
idetrack connecting at one end only with the main line 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific. It is about 1,000 
feet from the depot of the defendants. A movement of 
about 2,000 feet is necessary to place a loaded car in a 
freight train. The switch connection between complain- 
ant’s sidetrack and defendants’ main line is in Oklahoma 
a very short distance from the state line. 

It is complainant’s contention that the movement of 
a car from one town to the other is a switching movement 
only, which defendants should be required by the Commis- 
sion to perform for a reasonable per-car charge. The 
rate of 2% cents amounts to about $16 per car, on the 
average. Defendants maintain that the movement from 
complainant’s mill across the state line involves a line 
haul for which they are entitled to a reasonable charge, 
and that the rate charged is lower than is prescribed either 
by the Oklahoma or the Texas commission for distances 
under five miles. The evidence shows that when com- 
plainant desired to make a shipment from its mill to a 
point in Texas its representative went to the depot of 
defendants and there executed a bill of lading from Tex- 
homa, Okla., to Texhoma, Tex., paid the rate of 2% cents 
to the joint agent of defendants, and at the same time 
executed a bill of lading from Texhoma, Tex., to the ulti- 
mate Texas point. The cars did not move from the mill 
until after the two bills of lading were issued: There is 
no market for grain in Texhoma, Tex. Complainant ad- 
mits that it did not take actual or constructive possession 
of the shipments in Texhoma, Tex. 

Complainant contends that any movement between the 
two towns should be paid for on a switching basis. So 
far as this record shows, there is no movement from 
point to point in the two towns. Under the facts pre- 
sented, complainant’s shipments are made as through in- 
terstate movements. There is no allegation in the com- 
plaint, and there is no evidence in the record, respecting 
the reasonableness of the through charge. 

In fact, complainant’s representative at the hearing 
stated that he was making no complaint of the amount 
of the charges for a shipment from his mill to any point 
in Texas beyond Texhoma. Under these circumstances 
we cannot find the rates charged by defendants for the 
transportation of grain from Texhoma, Okla., to points 
in Texas beyond Texhoma, Tex., unreasonable. Inas- 
much as this record does not disclose what service would 
be required of defendants for a movement from Texhoma, 
Okla., to Texhoma, Tex., should such movements be made, 
we cannot determine what would be a reasonable charge 
therefor. The complaint will therefore be dismissed. 


nm 


REPARATION FOR MISROUTING 


OPINION NO. 2160 
(26 I. C, C. Rep., P. 97.) 
NEWMAN LUMBER CO. VS. MISSISSIPPI CEN- 
TRAL RAILROAD CO ET AL. 
Submitted June 21, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Shipments of lumber from McCallum and Sumrall, Miss., to 
St. Albans, Vt., misrouted by New Orleans & Northeastern 


J. J. 
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Railroad, and shipper deprived of reconsigning privilege. 
Routing provisions of fast freight line billing book held to 
apply. Reparation awarded. 


Walter E. McCornack for complainant. 

R. D. Moore and H. §S. Buescher for Mississippi 
Central Railroad Co. 

R. Walton Moore and Frank W. Gwathmey for 
New Orleans & Northeastern Railroad Co,, Alabama 
Great Southern Railroad Co., Southern Railway Co., and 
Norfolk & Western Railway Co. 


Report of the Commission. 

THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant, a corporation, is engaged in the lum- 
ber business at Hattiesburg, Miss. In its petition, filed 
Jan. 15, 1912, it alleges the misrouting by defendants, 
and the consequent exaction of excessive and unrea- 
sonable charges for the transportation of twelve cars of 
yellow-pine lumber from McCallum and Sumrall, Miss., 
local stations on the Mississippi Central Railroad, to 
St. Albans, Vt., thence reconsigned to Worcester and 
Fitchburg, Mass., and Willimantic, Conn. The claim 
was first filed with the Commission, March, 30, 1911. 
Reparation is asked. 

Between Jan. 19 and Jan. 31, 1910, complainant 
shipped from McCallum three cars of lumber and from 
Sumrall nine cars, consigned to St. Albans, Vt. The 
tariff under which these shipments moved prohibited 
routing by shippers, 

No routing was shown in bills of lading and when 
shipped no indication was given in bills of lading or other- 
wise of a desire or purpose to reconsign. The cars 
were delivered by the initial carrier to the New Orleans 
& Northeastern Railroad at Hattiesburg, Miss., without 
routing and were transported by the latter to Meridian, 
Miss., for delivery to the Alabama Great Southern Rail- 
road. At Meridian the agent of the New Orleans & 
Northeastern routed eight of the cars via Alabama Great 
Southern Railroad and Southern Railway to Bristol, 
Tenn., and Norfolk & Western Railway to Hagerstown, 
Md., and for the remaining four inserted the same rout- 
ing with the addition of Western Maryland Railroad and 
Philadelphia & Reading Railway. 


Beyond Hagerstown five of the cars moved via the 
Western Maryland Railroad to Shippensburg, Pa.; Phila- 
delphia & Reading Railway to Allentown, Pa.; Central 
Railroad of New Jersey to Easton, Pa.; Lehigh & Hud- 
son River Railway to Maybrook, N. Y.; New York, New 
Haven & Hartford Railroad to New London, Conn., 
thence Central Vermont Railway to St. Albans. The 
other seven traveled via the Cumberland Valley Rail- 
road to Harrisburg, Pa.; Pennsylvania Railroad to Wav- 
erly Transfer, N. J.; car float to Harlem River Station, 
N. Y.; New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad to 
New London, Conn., thence Central Vermont Railway to St. 
Albans. 


The petition names the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern xailway as a party defendant, but that carrier 
did not participate in the movements and is in no way 
involved. 

It was the complainant’s purpose from the beginning 
to have the cars reconsigned at St. Albans, and on 
various dates considerably in advance of arrival of cars 
at St. Albans written reconsigning instructions were sent 
to the commercial agent of the Grand Trunk system at 
St. Louis and by him transmitted to the genera] freight 
agent of the Central Vermont at St. Albans. The Cen- 
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time a reconsigning 
would have been for- 
final destinations at the joint through rate 
from points of origin had they that line from 
connecting lines north of St. Albans, but as handled tue 
ears reached the Central Vermont from connecting lines 
to reach ultimate des- 


had in effect at the 
which the shipments 


tral Vermont 
tariff 
warded 


under 
to 
reached 


back hauls were 
tinations, and local rates were assessed from St. Albans. 
At the time of the movements New Orleans & North- 


south, necessary 


eastern tariff. I. C. C. No, 2579, named a joint rate 
from McCallum and Sumrall to Boston, Mass., of 37 
cents per 100 pounds, applicable via routes “A” and “I” 
defined as follows: 

Route A....Via Hattiesburg, Miss., N. 0. & N. E. R. R., 


Meridian, Miss., A. G. S. R. R., Chattanooga, 


Tenn., C., N. O. & T. P. Ry. and Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Route I ..Via Hattiesburg, Miss., N. O. & N. E. R. R., Merid- 
ian, Miss., A. G. S. R. R. or Southern Ry. and 
Bristol, Tenn., or A. G. S. R. R. or Southern Ry. 
and Potomac Yards, Va.; 


with no provisions for routing beyond Cincinnati, Bristol, 


or Potomac Yards. An item in supplement No. 4 to the 


tariff authorized application of the rates named therein 
to various eastern points, including Boston, to points 
taking the same rates as specified in various fast freight 
lines eastbound guidebooks listed, which included Na- 
tional Despatch-Great Eastern line No. 10, D. T. Law- 
rence’s I. C. C. No. 1. This issue, bearing the following 


on its title-page: 


Giving rates and way- 
eastbound traffic (routed 


Shippers’ and Agents’ Guide No. 10 
billing instructions in connection with 


all-rail or across Lake Michigan) from western states points 
to points in New England and the state of New York as named 
herein, via Grand Trunk Railway System, Toronto, Ont., and 


and south of Montreal, Quebec. 


Albans, Vt., and Fitchburg, 
Willimantic, Conn., as Boston rate points, and 
in so designating that traffic should 
billed to these points, with no other provision for routing 
than via Grand Trunk 
Railway 


connections east 


designated St. Worcester, 
Mass., and 
be 


indicated way- 


as shown on the title-page, i. e., 


Toronto, 

St. Albans is not named in the tariff N. O. & N. E., 
ZL Cc. Cc. Na 
point is named 
Albans 
the 
reaching 


system, Ontario. 


2579, 


«av 


and 
therein. 


consequently no routing to that 

The names St. 
provides beyond 
followed 


guidebook 


and necessarily such routing 


initial carriers be in 


point, 


lines of 
that 


aS must 


these publications 
via the 
gateway Trunk 
that of defendants forward 
the use of a route taking a higher rate than 
and additional charges for 


that under 


have 


Petitioner contends 
forwarded 


the 


the been 


Cincinnati 


shipments should 


for delivery to Grand 


Railway and failure so 


resulted in 


to 


37 cents 


the imposition of 


local movement from St. Albans. 
The 


cents 


the 
and 


defendants rate of 


via 


principal 
not applicable 
that 
territory 


deny that 
Bristol 
carriers 


was Hagerstown, 


maintaining coastwise 
southern 
“trunk irrespective 
eastbound guidebooks specify the route 
justment, and that the routing via Grand Trunk 
system, although prominently provided for on the title- 
page of the guidebook here used, was not binding, since 


counsel operating 
have adopted 
of how 


under 


from the 


called 


east a so- 
the 


such ad- 


to 


line adjustment” 


the 


the New Orleans & Northeastern tarff naming the Bos- 
ton rate offered the choice of different routes in con- 
nection with that rate. In other words the theory is 


advanced that the adoption of the guidebook as an essen- 
tial part of the initial tariff had no other effect than 
basing-point rates, and that routing or other provisions 
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of the guidebook were immaterial. This theory we think 
is untenable. 

The initial tariff 
routes over which the 
River or eastern gateways, 
ticable beyond Bristol and Potomac Yards which 
would taken traffic the Grand Trunk system 
for transportation via Toronto it would undoubtedly have 
afforded the choice -of the Cincinnati, Bristol, or 
Potomac Yards routes, in connection with routing beyond 
as indicated by the guidebook; but the only practicable 
route Trunk a haul via Toronto was 
that place other construction 
upon would assent to the doctrine that 
adoption of a guidebook or other auxiliary to a 
tariff waybilling, and transit 
rules, and other restrictive, expansive, or modifying reg- 
to the well- 
rule cannot be 
conditions or limita 
tariff 


restriction as to th 
applied beyond the Ohio 
there been a prac 


made no 
rates 
and had 
route 
have to 


either 


to give the Grand 


Cincinnati. To 
tariffs be 


via 
the 
in the 


any 
to 
terminal 


main routing, 


ignored, and to do violence 
tariff 
its governing 


ulations may be 


established principle that a rate or 


divorced from any of 


tions except by clear and_  ~specific provisions 


therefor. 
The 
points 


base 
named to 


tariff in certain 


supplement 


rates to 


the 


question names 


and makes rates 
the base points apply to additional points on additional 


billing 


by 


books. In order to 
to 


the 


roads named in numerous 
do under 
routes, guidebooks 
the that th 
tariffs gave the option of either the Cincinnati or Bristo! 
routes with it the that the 
that in the absence of routing in 
shipper or notice of 
duty 


reach such becomes 
the 


naming 


points it necessary so 


rules, and regulations of 


points. Defendants’ contention 


sarries claim rate was th: 


same either way and 
by the 
full 
the cheapest 

As the 
our view, applicable only via Cincinnati. 
of movement the St. Albans 
basis of the lowest combination, and much higher 
via Ohio River crossings or Hence thi 
shipments were not forwarded via the cheapest available 
route. 


structions desire to recon 


sign their was performed in forwarding via 


reasonable route. 

rate 
Via the 
were 


has been seen, however, 37-cent was, in 
routes 
rates to made on the 
were 


than gateways. 


Upon the facts of record we are of the opinion, and | 
that defendant, Orleans & Northeastern Rail 
negligently shipments via a route 
other than the cheapest available route and so deprived 
complainant of the privilege of reconsigning at the joint | 
through rate of 37 
Willimantic. 
We further 
ments in 


find, New 


road, routed these 


cents to Worcester, Fitchburg, and | 


find 
accordance 


that made 


with 


complainant the ship 


statement of facts 
and paid in the sum of $3,377.22, 
upon a weight of 584,100 pounds; that it has been dam 


aged to the extent of the difference between the amount 


the above 


charges thereon based 


which it did pay and the amount which it would have 
paid had the shipments been forwarded via Nationa! 
Despatch-Great Eastern line and the rate of 37 cents 


applied: and that it is therefore entitled to an award 
of reparation in the sum of $1,216,05, with interest fron 
April 6, 1910. As the lawful rates via routes of 
ment not in all cases been applied our order fo 
reparation will run against all the defendants who pal 
ticipated in the transportation, but all unreasonable 


charges directly due to the misrouting on the part of th 


move 
have 


New Orleans & Northeastern must be borne by that line _ © 


alone. An order will be entered accordingly. 
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ORDER. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 
the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
aving, on the date hereof, made and filed a report 
ontaining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 

said referred to and made a 
hereof: 


hich report is hereby 
part 

It is ordered, That defendants Mississippi Central 
Railroad Co.; Alabama Great Southern Railroad Co.; 
Southern Railway Co.; Norfolk & Western Railway Co.; 
The Western Maryland Railway Co.; Philadelphia & 
Reading Railway Co.; The Central Railroad Co. of New 
Jersey; The Lehigh & Hudson River Railway Co.; The 
York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co.; Cen- 
ral Vermont Railway Co.; Boston & Maine Railroad; 
and New Orleans and Northeastern Railroad Co. be, and 
t are authorized and directed to pay unto 
the complainant, J. J. Newman Lumber Co., on or before 
April 15, 1913, the sum of $1,216.05, with interest thereon 
at the rate of 6 per cent annum from April 6, 
1910, as reparation on account of the exaction of charges 
for the transportation of twelve carloads of lumber from 
McCallum and Sumrall, Miss., to Worcester and Fitch- 
Mass., Willimantic, Conn., which charges so 
have found excessive and 
fully and at large appears in and by 
Commission, 


New 


hey hereby, 


per 


burg, and 


unlawful, as 
said 


exacted been 
more 


of the 


report 


VEGETABLE ADVANCES REASONABLE 


|. & S. DOCKET NO. 131 OPINION NO. 2161 
(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 101.) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION AND SUS- 
PENSION OF ADVANCES IN RATES BY CARRIERS 
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF CANTALOUPES, 
POTATOES, AND OTHER FRUITS AND VEGE- 
TABLES, FROM RUSTON, LA., AND OTHER POINTS 
TO CHICAGO, ILL., AND OTHER POINTS. 


Submitted Jan. 15, 1913. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Proposed advanced rates on cantaloupes, potatoes and other 
fruit and vegetables from Ruston, La., and other points 
to Chicago, IIL, and other points, found to be reasonable. 
Order of suspension vacated. 


Wallace T. Hughes and W. F. Dickinson for Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co.; Chicago, Rock Island 
& Guif Railway Co.; St. Paul & Kansas City Short Line 
Railroad Co., and Trinity & Brazos Valley Railway Co. 

H. G. Herbel for St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co. 

H. L. Redfield for Texas & Pacific Railway Co. 

J. D. Youman for Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pacific Rail- 
Co. 

C. W. Owen for Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Railroad 
& Steamship Co.; Louisiana Western Railroad Co., and 
Iberia & Vermillion Railroad Co. 


Ww Ly 


J. N. Christian for Galveston, Harrisburg & San An- 
tonio Railway Co.; Houston & Texas Central Railroad 
Co.; Houston & Shreveport Railway Co., and Texas & 
New Orleans Railroad Co. 

H. A. Scandrett for Morgan’s Louisiana & Texas Rail- 


road & Steamship Co.; Louisiana & Western Railroad, and 
Iberia & Vermillion Railroad Co. 
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Report of the Commission. 
McCHORD, Commissioner: 


This is an investigation to determine the propriety of 
advances in rates from Ruston and other points in Louisi- 
ana to Chicago, Ill, and other points. Protest was made 
by the Lincoln Parish Fruit & Truck Association, having 
headquarters at Ruston, La., and by order of June 26, 1912, 
the schedules proposing the changes were suspended by 
the Commission until Oct. 29, 1912. On Sept. 30, 1912, a 


further suspension to April 29, 1913, was ordered. F. A. 
Leland, agent’s, Southwestern Lines’ tariff No. 74, I. C. C. 


No. 920, became effective July 1, 1912, except as to the 
items suspended by the Commission in its order of June 26. 

The Lincoln Parish Fruit & Truck Association was 
not represented at the hearing and the record does not 
disclose any reason prompting the complaint other than 
that the advance would be unjust at a time when the 
season for the shipment of Irish potatoes had opened and 
immediately preceding the season for the movement of 
cantaloupes. 

Carriers assign as their reason for the advances that © 
for several years prior to the publication of this tariff 
there had been great confusion in the rate adjustment on 
the articles here involved, there having been individual 
issues in which rates were published on fruits and vege- 
tables, including cantaloupes, to interstate destinations. 
It is said that owing to the fact that rates of competing 
roads were not in line numerous complaints arose and 
resulted in the publication of a common tariff naming 
rates on this traffic from all points in Louisiana, Arkansas 
and Oklahoma to interstate destinations and reconciling 
the fluctuating adjustments over various roads. 

It appears in evidence that the rates which have been 
in effect were made in a spasmodic manner from time to 
time as the production occurred and opportunities were 
afforded for marketing same at distant places. This situa- 
tion resulted in many violations of the fourth section, and 
a revision of the rates was undertaken to remove the 
discrimination from the standpoint of both the third and 
fourth sections and for the purpose of giving broad group 
application at the points of origin to all probable con- 
suming points in the states to which the rates are carried. 
Under the suspended schedules potatoes and other vege- 
tables are, aS a rule, giyen the same rates. Potatoes and 
cantaloupes, however, are the principal commodities in- 
volved in this proceeding. The proposed rates on potatoes 
are generally made 5 cents under the rate from Texas 
and 5 cents more than the rate from Arkansas. On can- 
taloupes' from Ruston, La., and points south thereof the 
rates are made on the same basis as from Texas. This 
may be illustrated by the rate to Chicago, to which point 
from Ruston the present and proposed rate on potatoes 
is 42 cents, while the rate applicable from Marshall, Tex., 
is 47 cents. The rate now in force on cantaloupes from 
Ruston to Chicago is 39.5 and the proposed rate 57 cents, 
that being the rate from Marshall. 

A consideration of the rates from Ruston, La., and 
from Marshall, Tex., and other producing points in Texas, 
to various destinations, together with the short-¥ne mile- 
ages between these respective points, indicates that the 
rates on cantaloupes from Marshall and other Texas dis- 
tributing points are the same for similar distances as 
the proposed rates from Louisiana; and that the proposed 
rates on potatoes and other vegetables from Ruston are 
lower than from Marshall and other Texas producing points 
for the same distances. 
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The suspended rates are in effect over all lines oper- 
ating in Louisiana territory with the exceptions of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and Vicksburg, Shreveport 
& Pacific. The hearing developed the fact that the lines 
over which the rates are now effective have had no 
complaints from shippers, although complaint had pre- 
viously been made owing to the chaotic condition of the 
tariffs. 

Potatoes are carried from Louisiana territory to St. 
Louis at a rate of 35 cents per 100 pounds. The rate 
from Texas producing points is 40 cents. Texas producing 
territory is in northeast Texas, while the Louisiana pro- 
ducing territory is in the central part of that state. Alex: 
andria, La., one of the largest single producers, is ap 
proximately 600 miles distant from St. Louis. A distance 
of 600 miles from St. Louis to northeast Texas reaches 
the potato-producing territory in that state. 

The commodities here under consideration are gen- 
erally produced in Louisiana in small quantities. The rec- 
ord shows that during the last season the entire movement 
of potatoes over the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, in 
Louisiana, was 7 cars, and that only 12 cars of cantaloupes 
were handled over the Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pacific, 
none of which originated at Ruston, La. The traffic is 
expensive to handle, cantaloupes requiring refrigerator 
cars and expedited service. It is also true that cantaloupes 
are very perishable, and the testimony is that shipments 
result in frequent claims for damages. 

Upon the showing here made our conclusion is that 
the proposed schedules under suspension will be just and 
reasonable and should be allowed to take effect. The 
order of suspension will be vacated. 





ORDER. 

It appearing, That on June 26, 1912, the Commission 
entered upon an investigation concerning the propriety of 
the advances and the lawfulness of the rates and charges 
stated in schedules contained in F. A. Leland, agent’s, 
Southwestern Lines’ tariff No. 74, I. C. C. No. 920, and 
subsequently ordered that the operation of said schedules 
in said tariff be suspended until April 29, 1913; 

It frrther appearing, That a full investigation of the 
matters and things involved having been had, and the 
Commission having, on the date hereof, made and filed a 
report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon, which said report is hereby referred to and made 
a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the order of the Commission sus- 
pending until April 29, 1913, the operation of schedules 
contained in said tariff be, and it is hereby, vacated and 
set aside as of Feb. 21, 1913. 


It is further ordered, That a copy hereof be forthwith 
served upon agent F. A. Leland and upon the carriers re- 
spondents herein and named in said order of suspension 
of June 26, 1912, and that a copy hereof be filed with 
said tariffs in the office of the Commission. 


PULP WOOD RATES PRESCRIBED 


OPINION NO. 2162 


(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 104.) 
RHINELANDER PAPER CO. VS. MINNEAPOLIS, ST. 
PAUL & SAULT STE. MARIE RAILWAY CO. 


Submitted July 23, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


1. Rate of 6 cents per 100 pounds for transportation of pulp 
wood in carloads from Trenary, Delta Junction and 


CASE. NO. 4341 
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Manistique, Mich., to Rhinelander, Wis., not shown to 
have been unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory. 

2. Rate of 7% cents per 100 pounds for the transportation of 
pulp wood in carloads from Whitedale, Bovee, Christian- 
sen Spur, and Spur No. 447, Mich., to Rhinelander, Wis., 
found to have been unreasonable and unjustly discrim- 
inatory to the extent that it exceeds 6% cents per 100 
pounds. Reparation awarded. 


Drew & Jameson for complainant. 
Alfred H. Bright for defendant. 


Report of the Commission. 
BY THE COMMISSION: 

Complainant is a corporation engaged in the manu- 
facture and sale of paper and pulp wood, with principal 
place of business at Rhinelander, Wis. By petition, filed 
May 7, 1912, it alleges that the rates charged by defendant 
for the transportation of pulp wood in carloads from cer- 
tain points in Michigan to Rhinelander were and are un- 
reasonable and unjustly discriminatory. Reparation and 
the establishment of reasonable rates for the future are 
asked. 

Complainant owns a considerable acreage of pulp 
wood timber in the northern peninsula of Michigan, con- 
tiguous to defendant’s line, via which it ships pulp wood 
to its mill at Rhinelander. The shipments directly in- 
volved in this proceeding were received at Rhinelander 
during the period from Aug. 4, 1910, to May 4, 1912. The 
points of origin, distances, rates charged, and rates sought, 
in cents per 100 pounds, are shown in the following table: 


Distance, Rates Rates 
From— Miles. Charged. Sought 
> a cee wcils ouacaet seni scans 152 6 3.65 
Delte SUMCTION, BRICK. ..0.ccccscdccecs 166 6 3.8 
ESS ee 170 6 3.8 
SEG a bd tee ce ceeoenne ces 182 7% 3.8 
NR ae ou teed sd 6 dee VRS ORS 202 7% 4.1 
Christiansen Spur, Mich..........e- 220 7% 4.1 
ee Ge ee, GG ek vncu wee ees ee cee 230 7% 4.1 


The rates sought from Trenary, Delta Junction, Man- 
istique and Whitedale are calculated upon the basis of 
the distance rates fixed by the railroad commission of 
Wisconsin for the transportation of pulp wood in that 
state. The Wisconsin commission did not prescribe rates 
for distances exceeding 200 miles. A considerable portion 
of the testimony offered by complainant relates to the 
comparison of the above-shown pulp-wood rates fixed by 
the Wisconsin commission with the rates established by 
defendant from the Michigan points in question to Rhine- 
lander. Complainant also calls attention to the fact that 
defendant’s rate on pulp wood from the first three points 
named in the above table to Rhinelander is in each in- 
stance but one-half cent less than, and from the other 
station the same as, the rate to Ladysmith, a station 87 
miles west of Rhinelander, while in shipments moving 
from certain Minnesota points to Rhinelander the rate is 
in each case 1 cent in excess of the rate to Ladysmith. 

Complainant maintains that as Ladysmith enjoys a 
differential of 1 cent under Rhinelander on movements 
from Minnesota, Rhinelander should be accorded an equal 
differential under Ladysmith on movements from Michigan. 
Defendant concedes that Rhinelander is entitled to a dif- 
ferential of 1 cent under Ladysmith on traffic from the 
Michigan points and, effective July 10, 1912, which was 
subsequent to the hearing, it published tariffs naming the 
following rates to Rhinelander and making the rates to 
Ladysmith a differential of 1 cent higher than to Rhine- 
lander: 


Rate Rate 

per 100 per 100 

Pounds, Pounds, 

From— Cents. From— Cents. 
Trenary, Mich......cccee 6 = eer 6% 
Delta Junction, Mich... 6 Christiansen Spur, Mich. 6% 
Manistique, Mich........ 6 Spur No. 447, Mich...... 6% 

Whitedale, Mich......... 6% 
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This adjustment has since been maintained. 

In Rhinelander Paper Co. vs. N. P. Ry. Co., 13 I. C. C., 
633, the reasonableness of the rate on pulp wood from 
Duluth, Minn., to Rhinelander,a distance of 188 miles, was 
under consideration. In that case the Commission did 
not find the rate of 6.95 cents per 100 pounds between 
those points to be unreasonable. In Wisconsin Pulp Wood 
‘o. v8. G. N. Ry. Co., 22 I. C. C., 594, for a haul of 125 
miles from Ericson’s Spur, Minn., to Superior, Wis., we 
prescribed a rate of 6 cents. The present rates estab- 
lished by defendant between the points now in controversy 
ippear to be in line with the above rate, and upon the 
record we are not able to find them unreasonable. 

Upon consideration of all the facts and circumstances 
of record, we are of the opinion and find that the rates 
charged on complainant’s shipments from Whitedale, 
Bovee, Christiansen Spur and Spur No. 447, Mich., to 
Rhinelander, Wis., were unreasonable and unjustly dis- 
criminatory to the extent that they exceeded 6% cents 
per 100 pounds, but we do not find that the rate of 6 cents 
per 100 pounds from Trenary, Delta Junction and Man- 
istique was unreasonable. 

We further find that complainant made certain ship- 
ments and paid charges thereon at the rate herein found 
to have been unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory; 
that it has been damaged to the extent of the difference 
between the amount which it did pay and the amount 
which it would have paid at the rate herein found rea- 
sonable and non-discriminatory. In addition to the ship- 
ments covered by the petition, the complainant asks rep- 
aration upon the basis of the Commission’s findings on all 
shipments moving between the date of the last shipment 
set forth in the petition and the date upon which the 
reduced rate became effective. The defendant agrees to 
this. Upon receipt of a statement covering the shipments 
upon which complainant seeks reparation, checked and 
igreed to by defendant and supported by the paid expense 
bills, an order will be entered for reparation in the amount 
found due. 

Inasmuch as the reduced rates are now in effect, no 
order for the future will be entered. 


FURNITURE RATE REASONABLE 


CASE NO. 4506 OPINION NO. 2163 

(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 107.) 

WICHITA WHOLESALE FURNITURE CO. VS. ST. 
LOUIS, IRON MOUNTAIN & SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
CO. ET AL. 

NO. 4531. SAME VS. KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN RAIL 

WAY CO. ET AL. 
Submitted May 12, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Rate of 50 cents per 100 pounds for the transportation of furni- 
ture in carloads from Fort Smith, Ark., to Wichita, Kan., 
not found to have been unreasonable or unjustly dis- 
criminatory. Complaints dismissed. 


O. M. Rogers for complainant. 

Fred G. Wright and Henry G. Herbel for Missouri 
Pacific Railway Co. and St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Co. 

D. L. Meyers for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
way Co. 

R. R. Mitchell for Kansas City Southern Railway Co. 

Report of the Commission. 
BY THE COMMISSION: 

These cases involve substantially the same issues. 

They were heard together and will be disposed, of in one 
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report. Complainant, a corporation, is engaged in the fur- 
niture business at Wichita, Kan. By petitions, filed Oct. 
19 and 24, 1911, it alleges that the rate of 50 cents per 
100 pounds charged by defendants for the transportation 
of certain shipments of furniture in carloads from Fort 
Smith, Ark., to Wichita was unreasonable and unjustly 
discriminatory. It is further alleged that the correct rate 
applicable to complainant’s shipments was 32% cents per 
100 pounds. Reparation is asked. 

Western Classification in effect at the time of ship- 
ments provided third class rating on furniture with a mini- 
mum weight of 12,000 pounds for cars 36 feet in length, 
and a graduated scale of minimum weights for longer 
cars; also a class A rating on furniture stock, chair seats 
and lounge legs, with a minimum weight of 30,000 pounds. 
F. A. Leland’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 674, Arkansas exceptions 
to Western Classification, provided as follows: 


Furniture, new, all kinds, carload minimum weight 16,000 


pounds, class A. 
Furniture, new, all kinds, carload minimum weight 10,000 
pounds, third class. 


F. A. Leland’s tariffs, I. C. C. Nos. 698 and 756, in 
effect, when the shipments moved, provided, under the 
caption of “furniture,” certain commodity rates on furni- 
ture classified in Western Classification, as taking class 
1, 2, 3 or A. Commodity rates of 50 cents and 32% cents 
were named on furniture taking third class and class A, 
respectively, from Fort Smith to Wichita. In connection 
with the latter rates each of said tariffs contained a note 
reading “exceptions to classification do not apply.” 

Complainant contends that there being no provision 
in Western Classification for a class A rating on articles 
of finished furniture, the 32%4-cent rate named under class 
A in the commodity tariffs was applicable to articles sub- 
ject to class A in the exceptions to the classification. It 
argues that the 32%4-cent rate was applicable to the ship- 
ments in question, and that it is now unquestionably ap- 
piicable to like shipments is evidenced by the fact that 
during the period in which the shipments moved F. A. 
Leland’s tariffs, I. C. C. Nos. 698 and 756, above mentioned, 
provided that exceptions to the classification did not ap- 
ply; and that this note was likewise included in Leland’s 
tariff, I. C. C. No. 823, effective June 5, 1911, and supple- 
ment 1 thereto, effective July 14, 1911, but in supplement 
No. 3 to the latter tariff, effective Aug. 13, 1911, the note 
was eliminated. 

We are unable to agree with complainant’s contention. 
The tariffs in effect at the time these shipments moved 
provided that the rates of 50 cents and 32% cents applied 
on articles of furniture named in Western Classification as 
taking third class or class A, respectively, and specifically 
provided that exceptions to the classification did not apply; 
while the current tariff contains no provision to the effect 
that the exceptions to the classification do not apply, the 
rates named therein are specifically confined to articles 
of furniture as named in Western Classification. It is 
true, as contended by complainant, that the Western Clas- 
sification in effect when the shipments moved and the 
current issue make no provision for a class A rating on 
finished furniture, yet under the general caption of “fur- 
niture” such rating is provided on furniture stock, chair 
seats and lounge legs. The shipments herein consisted 
of furniture rated as third class in Western Classification 
and clearly the rate lawfully applicable was 50 cents per 
100 pounds. 

Complainant’s claim as to unreasonableness and dis- 
crimination is based mainly on a comparison of the rate 
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charged with the rates of 22% cents from Fort Smith to 
Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., and Atchison and Leav- 
enworth, Kan., and 33% cents to Omaha, Crete and Lin- 
coln, Neb. The record shows that rates into Kansas City, 
Omaha and related points are competitive. Complainant 
admits that the conditions surrounding the making of 
rates into Kansas City tend to warrant the publication of 
rates into said points on a slightly lower scale, but con- 
tends that the conditions surrounding the movement of 
this traffic to Wichita do not justify the exaction of the 
rates assessed. The record discloses that the rate com- 
plained of compares favorably with the rates on the same 
commodity from Fort Smith to points in the vicinity of 
Wichita naturally competitive with that point. For in- 
stance, to points on the main line of the Missouri Pacific 
Railway in Kansas north of Wichita, beginning at Osage 
City, the rate is 57 cents and runs as high as 73 cents 
at Salina. On the south of Wichita, beginning at Cedar- 
vale, the rate is 55 cents and runs to 71 cents at Great 
Bend and 76 cents at Kiowa. The rate from Kansas City 
to Wichita is 40 cents. 

From an examination of all the facts and 
stances it does not appear that the rate complained of 
has been shown to be unreasonable or unjustly discrimi- 
natory. An order will be entered dismissing the com- 
plaints. 


circum- 


PRESCRIBES LOWER SUGAR RATES 


CASE NO. 5209 OPINION NO. 2164 


(26 I.°C. C. Rep., P. 110.) 
W. J. ECHOLS & CO. ET AL. VS. ATCHISON, TOPEKA 
& SANTA FE RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 


Submitted Dec. 14, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 

Rates for the transportation of sugar in carloads via sea-and- 
rail routes from points in Atlantic seaboard territory to 
Fort Smith, Ark., found to be unjust and unreasonable. 
Lower rates prescribed for the future. 

C. D. Mowen for complainants. 
John G. Schaich and H. A. 

City Southern Railway Co. 

Fred G. Wright for St. Louis Mountain & 

Southern Railway Co.; Missouri Pacific Railway Co.; 

Texas & Pacific Railway Co., and International & Great 


} 


Weaver for Kansas 


Iron 


Northern Railway Co. 
W. M. Powers for St. Louis & San Francisco Rail- 
road Co. 
Report of the Commission. 
BY THE COMMISSION: 


Complainants, who are severally engaged in the 
wholesale grocery business in the city of Fort Smith, 
Ark., allege by joint petition, filed Sept. 27, 1912, that 
defendants’ rates for the transportation of refined sugar 
in carloads from refining and distributing points in 
Atlantic seaboard territory to Fort Smith are unjust 
and unreasonable. 

Defendants operate 
via sea and rail from points in 
ritory through Atlantic and Gulf 
of the Mississippi River. 

Fort Smith, situated in the northwest quarter of 
the state of Arkansas, and immediately adjacent to the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma state line, is an important jobbing 
point in this western territory. Complainants, who do 
a considerable business in western Arkansas and in 
Oklahoma, assert. that by reason of the alleged unrea- 
sonable rates from seaboard territory they are pre- 


through routes and joint rates 
Atlantic 


ports to 


seaboard ter- 
points west 
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cluded from obtaining sugar in the seaboard markets. 
In support of their contention they point out that rates 
from the same points of origin to destinations in Okla- 
homa farther distant than is Fort Smith, and as to 
which the latter place is intermediate via certain routes, 
are lower than those to Fort Smith. 

The carload rates in effect via sea-and-rail routes 
from the points of origin in question to Fort Smith are, 
in cents per 100 pounds: From Boston, Mass., 50; 


from New York, N. Y., 48; from Philadelphia, Pa., 46; 
from Baltimore, Md., 45. 

From all distributing points in Atlantic seaboard 
territory the rates are, in cents per 100 pounds: To 
Rowland and Muldrow, Okla., 38; to Salisaw, Okla., 41; 
to Fort Gibson, Muskogee, Wagoner and McAlester, 
Okla., 42. 

Rowland, Muldrow and Salisaw are stations on the 
Iron Mountain road immediately beyond Fort Smith in 


the order named. To the Oklahoma points mentioned, 
each of which is served by one or more of the defendant 
lines, the rates range from 38 to 42 cents per 100 
pounds. They are materially less than the Fort Smith 
rates, although, as before stated, the latter point is, via 
some of the direct routes, an intermediate point. To 
points intermediate to Fort Smith, via the routes of 
some of the lines here defendant, the rates are made 
on combination Memphis and result in through 
rates higher than those to Fort Smith. Permission to 
charge such higher rates to points intermediate to Fort 
Smith is sought in application now pending before the 
Commission for relief from the provisions of the fourth 
section. 

Complainants’ petition alleges that a rate of 35 cents 
would be just and reasonable for the transportation to 
Fort Smith. At the hearing defendants’ representatives 
expressed their intention of adjusting the admitted mis- 
alignment of rates and offered to establish a rate of 
42 cents from New York to Fort Smith with correspond- 
ing differentials over or under that rate from the other 
shipping points as their location may determine. This 
was acceptable to complainants. 

Upon the whole record we find that the rates on 
Sugar in carloads from shipping points in Atlantit sea- 


over 


board territory to Fort Smith via sea-and-rail routes 
are unjust and unreasonable to the extent that they 
exceed the following rates per 100 pounds, which will 


be prescribed as maximum rates for the future: From 
Boston, 44 cents; from New York, 42 cents; from Phila- 
delphia, 40 cents; from Baltimore, 39 cents. 

Defendants will be expected to readjust the rates 
so that there will be no violation of the fourth section 
as between Fort Smith and points beyond Fort Smith. 

This finding is without prejudice to any conclusion 
which the Commission may reach, or any order which 
it may make, in respect to the adjustment of rates 
involved in the applications now pending which seek 
permission to charge higher rates to points that are 
intermediate to Fort Smith than are contemporaneously 
charged to Fort Smith. 

An order will be entered in 


accordance herewith. 


ORDER. ‘ 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 
the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
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Pebruary 22, 1913 


having, on the date hereof, made and’ filed a report 
containing its findings of fact and conclusions thereon, 
which said report is hereby referred to and made a 
part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the above defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
aesist, on or before April 15, 1913, and for a period of 
two years thereafter abstain, from charging, demanding, 
collecting, or receiving their present rates for the 
transportation of sugar in carloads via their sea-and-rail 
routes from Boston, Mass., New York, N. Y., Philadel- 
phia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., and points taking same rates, 
to Fort Smith, Ark., which rates are found in said report 
to be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That the above-named defend- 
ants be, and they are hereby, notified and required to 
establish, on or before April 15, 1913, upon notice to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and to the general 
public by not less than five days’ filing and posting in 
the manner prescribed in section 6 of the Act to Regulate 
Commerce, and for a period of two years after said April 
15, 1913, to maintain and apply to the transportation of 
sugar in carloads from the shipping points above named, 
and points taking the same rates, via their sea-and-rail 
routes to Fort Smith, Ark., rates not in excess of the 
following: From Boston, Mass., 44 cents per 100 pounds; 
New York, N. Y., 42 cents per 100 pounds; from 
Philadelphia, Pa. 40 cents per 100 pounds; and from 
3altimore, Md., 39 cents per 100 pounds, which 
are found in said report to be reasonable. 


from 


rates 


PRESCRIBES MEAT RATES 


—_—— 


CASE NO, 4817 OPINION NO. 2165 
(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 112.) 

HORMEL & CO. VS. CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE 

& ST. PAUL RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 


GEO. A, 


Submitted Nov. 18, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Rates on fresh meat and packing-house products from Austin, 
Minn., to Chicago, Ill, found to be unreasonable and unjustly 
discriminatory, and reasonable rates prescribed for the 
future. Reparation awarded. 


S. D. Catherwood for complainant. 

O,' W. Dynes for Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Co. 

G. A. Kelly and Winston, Payne, Strawn & Shaw for 
Chicago Great Western Railroad Co. 

I. B. Mills and C. E. Elmquist for Minnesota Railroad 
& Warehouse Commission, intervener. 

Report of the Commission. 
MecCHORD, COMMISSIONER: 

The complainant is a meat packer at Austin, Minn., 
which is about 95 miles south of St, Paul and about 15 
miles from the Minnesota-Iowa state line. Its business 
was established in 1892 and, from a small beginning, has 
grown to represent an investment of approximately $800,- 
000, with a capacity of 2,000 hogs per day; pork and its 
products being the principal and practically the only arti- 
cles which it offers for transportation. For a period of 
approximately ten years prior to Nov. 1, 1911, the rates 
on the products of complainant’s plant, which is served 
by both the defendants hereto, have been as follows: 15.7 
cents per 100 pounds on cured meat (packing-house prod- 
ucts), and 17 cents per 100 pounds on fresh meat, to Chi- 
cago, and 14.6 cents per 100 pounds on cured’ products to 
Chicago when destined to points east of the Illinois-Indiana 
state line. On Nov. 1, 1911, all these rates were canceled 
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and a flat rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds was established 
on both fresh and cured meat to Chicago proper and when 
for destinations east of the Illinois-Indiana state line, The 
complainant alleges that the present rate is both unrea- 
sonable in and of itself and that it unjustly discriminates 
against complainant in favor of packing houses located at 
Mason City. Ottumwa, Marshalltown, Waterloo and Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. Reparation is asked. 

Complaint shows that approximately one-half of its 
entire business is affected by the increase complained of 
and the extent of the increase on minimum cars of the 
various commodities shipped is as follows: 


Charge Per Charge Per Per Cent 


Car Under Car Under - of 
Old Rate. New Rate. Increase. 
Fresh meat, to Chicago......... $34.00 $40.00 17.6 
Cured meat, to Chicago........ 40.82 52.00 27.4 
Cured meat, to Chicago when 
for points east of Ilinois- 
Indiana state line.....<...... 37.96 52.00 37.0 
Mixed carloads, fresh and cured 
meats, to Chicago............ 34.00 48.00 41.2 


The last item, mixed carloads of fresh and cured 
meats, on which the charge per car was increased 41.2 
per cent, represents 25 to 30 per cent of complainant’s 
Chicago business. 

It is contended that Austin has long been on the St. 
Paul rate basis, that it properly belongs there, and that 


the existing rate is amply justified by the following rate 
history set out in defendants’ brief: 


For about ten years prior to 1902, the rate from St. Paul 
to Chicago was 20 cents on fresh meat and 18.5 cents on other 
packing-house products. These were also the rates from Austin. 
During that period the rates from Missouri River points, like 
Omaha, Kansas City, and others, were 23.5 cents on both fresh 
meat and packing-house products, and there were no lower 
proportional rates via Chicago to the east from any of those 
points. 

In 1902 the Missouri River rate of 23.5 cents was reduced 
to 20 cents on fresh meat and packing-house products to Chi- 
cago, and a proportional rate on shipments to points beyond 
of 18.5 cents was published. This was a reduction of approxi- 
mately 15 per cent from the former Chicago rate on local busi- 
ness and 20 per cent on business to the East. When this re- 
duction was made by the lines serving Missouri River points, 
the Wisconsin Central Railway Co., with a line from St. Paul 
to Chicago, reduced the rate from St. Paul to 17 cents on fresh 
meat and 15.7 cents on cured meat to Chicago, with proportional 
rates to points beyond of 15.7 cents on fresh meat and 14.6 
cents on packing-house products. The lines of defendant herein 
were competing lines with the Wisconsin Central for St. Paul 
business, and they met the reductions of the Wisconsin Central, 
and as Austin was considered a St. Paul rate point, it was 
given the benefit of the same reductions. 

These reduced rates, which were regarded as very low at 
the time they were published, in 1902, were tried out by the 
railroads and carried for a period of nearly ten years, during 
which period the cost of operating the railroads and transport- 
ing freight was steadily and very substantially advanced, as 
illustrated by table on subsequent pages. 

In 1910, when the increases in cost of operation and trans- 
portation, above referred to, had become substantial, the re- 
duction above referred to from the Missouri River was taken 
out and the Missouri River rates restored to the earlier basis 
of 23.5 cents, and shortly thereafter the St. Paul rates were 
relatively adjusted and put up-to 20 cents from St. Paul to 
Chicago, and the Austin rates, which had the benefit of the 
aforementioned reduction in the St. Paul rate to keep them on 
the St. Paul basis, were, in 1911, raised as to the St. Paul 
rates, thus keeping Austin on the St. Paul rate basis, as it 
always has been kept. 


Defendants lay considerable stress upon the fact that 
complainant’s plant was operating for about ten years after 
its establishment, while the rates to Chicago were 20 
cents and 18.5 cents on fresh and cured meats, respectively, 
and that it has prospered and its growth has been steady 
since its inception. In this connection complainant shows 
that up until the time the rates were reduced its business 
was almost entirely local and was therefore unaffected 
by Chicago rates. 

Defendants introduced some testimony as to the in- 
creased cost of transportation by reason of higher price 
of equipment and greater wages paid employes, but such 
statements can have little weight when presented in the 
abstract with no attempt to allocate charges or consider 
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corresponding reductions in the cost of transportation 
resulting from greater efficiency. Considerable time was 
devoted by defendants to showing the per-car earnings on 
a few other and different commodities hauled from the 
territory in which Austin is situated to Chicago, and they 
were generally larger; but we cannot attach much weight 
to such a showing as compared with data in the record by 
which comparison may be had between the rates on ex- 
actly the same traffic from Austin and from other places 
involving a generally similar haul, namely, the Iowa points 
above mentioned. 

In fact, this case seems to us to turn upon the point 
whether Austin rightfully belongs in the St, Paul group, 
and the solution of this question would appear to rest 
largely upon the relation of Austin to St. Paul as com- 
pared with its relation to points in Iowa, and the competi- 
tion which it encounters from these two localities. The 
following table shows the rates, in cents per 100 pounds, 


on the different commodities from Austin and the lowa 
points to Chicago, also the mileage: 
Packing- 
house Fresh 
Towns. Mileage. Products. Meat 
i Ce scceseaekbenes <neaee 361 $0.16 $0.18 
WALEEIOO ccc ccccccccccescccccnte 16 16 
DEOTOROTIOTR, occ csicccrccssccsaee 14, 14 
CeGOP TRARIGS .cccccccccccccces 219 -135 -135 
CE, Sas haha wwdice bese st bis 294 -145 -145 
DL. ceighecenesapednecanrates 388 -20 -20 
Austin is about 95 miles from St. Paul. From the 


Iowa points the distances to, Chicago range from 27 to 169 
miles less than from Austin, the average being about 100 
miles. But these shorter distance points take materially 
lower rates than Austin, which is on a parity with St. Paul. 
The plants at Cedar Rapids, Waterloo and Mason City, 
Iowa, are not located on the rails of defendants, who 
therefore absorb a switching charge of $2 per car on ship- 
ments to Chicago, while complainant’s plant is served by 
these defendants direct. 

As to competition, defendants lay particular stress 
upon one statement made by the president of Hormel & 
Co, to the effect that “Mason City is not extensive enough 
in the business to be a serious competitor” and that all 
the Iowa towns were about alike. From the record as a 
whole, however, we are satisfied that, on Chicago busi- 
ness, complainant encounters keen competition from pack- 
ers located in Iowa and the record is equally conclusive 
that from St. Paul to Chicago shipments of packing-house 
products are so smal] as to be practically negligible. From 
these facts it is apparent that it is much more important 
to maintain an equitable relation between Austin and 
points of origin in Iowa than to maintain the equality be- 
tween the Austin and St. Paul rates. 


As to defendants’ contention that a reduction of the 
Austin rates would necessarily result in a disturbance of 
the rate adjustment from St. Paul and the Missouri River, 
we cannot admit that the granting to Austin of rates 
to which it is justly entitled on the particular commodities 
involved in this case, even though lower than those in 
effect from St. Paul, should necessarily have such an 
effect. 

From a consideration of all the facts and circumstances 
of record we are of opinion and find that the exaction of 
the flat rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds on fresh meat and 
packing-house products from Austin to Chicago is unrea- 
sonable in and of itself and unjustly discriminates against 
Austin in favor of the Iowa points of origin above men- 
tioned, and that just and reasonable rates for the future 
on fresh meat and packing-house products in carloads from 
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Austin to Chicago should not exceed 18.5 cents and 16.5 
cents per 100 pounds, respectively, with rules as to mini- 
mum carload weights and mixed shipments the same 
as those contemporaneously in effect from the lowa points 
to Chicago, applicable to similar shipments. Inasmuch 
as no proportional rates are in effect from any of the 
Iowa points to Chicago on traffic destined for beyond 
none will now be established from Austin on similar 
movements. An order in accordance with these findings 
will issue. 

We are further of opinion that the complainant has 
been damaged to the extent that charges collected on ship- 
ments of the commodities involved in this proceeding at 
the flat rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds at present in effect 
exceed charges which would have been paid at the rates 
found to be just and reasonable, and is entitled to an 
award of reparation in the amount of such excess charges. 
This case will be held open for an order as to reparation. 
Complainant and defendants will be given an opportunity 
to file an agreed statement, subject to the proper check 
by the Commission, showing in detail facts necessary to 
identify the shipments embraced in the reparation claim 
and the amount of reparation due from each defandant. 


ORDER. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the 
parties, and full investigation of the matters and things 
involved having been had, and the Commission having, on 
the date hereof, made and filed a report containing its 
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, which said report 
is hereby referred to and made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendants be, 
and they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before April 15, 1913, and for a period of 
two years thereafter to abstain, from charging, demand- 
ing, collecting or receiving their present rates for the 
transportation of fresh meat and packing-house products 
from Austin, Minn., to Chicago, Ill., which said rates are 
found in said report to be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to established, on 
or before April 15, 1913, upon notice to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the general public by not less 
than five days’ filing and posting in the manner pre- 
scribed in section 6 of the Act to regulate commerce, 
and for a period of two years after said April 15, 1913, 
to maintain and apply to the transportation of fresh 
meat and packing-house products from Austin, Minn., to 
Chicago, Ill., rates not in excess of 18.5 cents and 16.5 
cents per 100 pounds, respectively, with rules as to 
minimum carload weights and mixed shipments the same 
as those contemporaneously applied to similar traffic 
from Mason City, Waterloo, Marshalltown, Cedar Rapids 
and Ottumwa, Ia., to Chicago, Ill., the above-named rates 
having been found in said report to be reasonable. 


NOT UNREASONABLE AT TIME 


CASE NO. 4274 OPINION NO. 2167 
(26 I. C. C, Rep., p. 121.) 
NEW PITTSBURGH COAL CO. VS. HOCKING VALLEY 
RAILWAY CO. 
Submitted Jan. 20, 1913. Decided Feb. 4, 1913. 


Rate of 85 cents per net ton on “lake-cargo coal’ from the 
Hocking district of Ohio to the docks at Toledo, when for 
transhipment to points beyond, found not to have been un- 
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February 22, 1913 


reasonable at the time complainant’s shipments were trans- 
ported. The Commission is without authority to award 
reparation in any case unless it can conclude that the rate 
assailed was in violation of the act to regulate commerce 
during the period the shipments in question moved. Com- 
plaint dismissed. 


Charles M. Johnston, E. C. Morton, and R. J. Odell for 
complainant. 

Wilson & Rector for defendant. 

Report of the Commission on Petition for Rehearing. 
MEYER, COMMISSIONER: 

The original petition in this proceeding, filed July 29, 
1911, assailed the reasonableness of defendant’s rate of 
90 cents per net ton on “lake-cargo coal” from the Hocking 
district in southern Ohio to the docks at Toledo, Ohio, 
when for transshipment by vessel to ports on the great 
lakes without the state. Effective May 26, 1912, following 
decisions hereinbelow noted the rate was voluntarily re- 
duced by defendant to 80 cents. The original report of 
the Commission in this case, decided June 6, 1912, 24 I. C. 
C., 244, 245, stated that: 

This rate, as well as the rate previously in effect, includes 
the charge of 5 cents for transferring and reloading the coal 
on board the vessels, so that the present rate for the line haul 
is 75 cents. The complaint is directed primarily to the rate 
for the transportation service proper, and therefore this terminal 
charge of 5 cents will not be discussed. The complainant al- 
leged that the transportation charge of 85 cents was unreason- 
able and unjustly discriminatory, and in its brief contends that 


the present transportation charge of 75 cents is characterized 
by the same elements of excessive profit to the carrier. 


Thereupon the Commission considered the newly es- 
tablished 75-cent rate and upon concluding that it was 
not unreasonable, an order dismissing the complaint was 
entered. In the original proceeding the complainant sought 
reparation based upon a rate of 56 cents, as applied to 
780,160 tons of coal transported during 1910 and 1911. The 
aggregate amount of reparation claimed was $392,420.48; 
and the Commission, in view of its disposition of the com- 
plaint, made no finding with respect thereto. On August 
20, 1912, the complainant filed a petition for a rehearing, 
contending, among other things, that it is entitled to a 
formal ruling as to the reasonableness of the 85-cent rate 
and to an award of reparation if such rate is found to have 
been unreasonable. In response to this petition the Com- 
mission ordered that it be granted in so far as it related 
to the matter of reparation. Since then the case has been 
again heard, argued, and briefed. The complainant now 
seeks reparation in the sum of $69,046.15, which is the 
difference between the rates of 85 cents and 75 cents as 
applied to the shipments in question, 

Our previous report in this case, which may be re- 
garded as a part of the present report, contains many 
facts with reference to the rate of 85 cents. It appears 
that this rate applies over an average unweighted distance 
of 192.5 miles from the mine tipples in the Hocking dis- 
trict to the docks at Toledo, On a per-ton-mile basis the 
rate igs 4.42 mills for such haul. It was first established 
in 1907 and remained in force until May 26, 1912, or about 
five years. On July 29, 1911, the first complaint that the 
rate was unreasonable was filed with the Commission, 
terminating in the present proceeding. 

Complainant attaches much importance to its claim 
that the rate is not entitled to the presumption of reason- 
ableness because it was established by an illegal combi- 
nation of competing carriers, and has placed in the record 
documents giving the history of the court proceedings 
prosecuted by the United States and the state of Ohio 
against the defendant and other carriers for violation of 
the Sherman anti-trust law. Without considering this con- 
tention, or discussing such proceedings, it may be said 
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that the fact that the rate became effective by concerted 
action of defendant and other carriers does not in itself 
prove that it was unreasonable and does not relieve the 
complainant of the necessity of showing that it was un- 
reasonable. 

Counsel for petitioner also lays much stress upon the 
smallness of the average division of 42 cents accepted by 
the defendant for transporting through shipments of coal 
originating in certain West Virginia fields, as compared 
with this rate of 85 cents charged on shipments from the 
Hocking Valley field. The Commission has many times 
taken the position that while the division of a through 
rate accepted by a carrier may throw some light upon the 
reasonableness of other rates, it may not be regarded as 
a necessary test of the reasonableness of a local rate in 
effect over the same line; Omaha Cooperage Co. vs. N., 
C. & St. L. Ry., 12 I. C. C., 250; Bulte Milling Co. vs. C. 
& A. R. R, Co., 15 I. C. C., 351, 362; Moise Bros, Co. vs. 
C., R. I. & P, Ry. Co., 16 I. C. C., 550; Business Men’s 
League of Albert Lea, Minn., vs. B. & O. R. R. Co., 24 L. 
C. C., 125. It is obvious that a carrier may deem it good 
business policy and in the public, as well as in its private, 
interest to secure a part of a through haul on a large 
volume of traffic and to accept a division of the through 
rate aS a compensation therefor which is much lower 
than the local rate, If such division earns a rate suffi- 
ciently above the out-of-pocket cost incurred by the carrier 
in performing this service to contribute something to the 
net earnings of that carrier, and if no unjust discrimina- 
tions or other situations in violation of law are created 
thereby, no valid objection from any point of view can be 
made against such division, It is also obvious that to the 
extent to which this through traffic does actually con- 
tribute to the net revenues of the participating carrier, 
such carrier can reasonably accept a correspondingly 
lower rate on all of its other business which otherwise would 
have to be charged with rates sufficient to yield the in- 
creased revenue required on the assumption that the car- 
rier does require, and is legally entitled to that amount 
of revenue, 


It is apparent that if the Hocking Valley Railway 
were not permitted to participate in the transportation of 
coal originating in the West Virginia fields, its other 
traffic would have to bear a correspondingly higher charge, 
which charge might be absolutely or relatively higher; 
absolutely, if the additional net revenue derived from haul- 
ing this coal for the division of 42 cents would reduce 
the total net returns from the operation below the level 
to which the road is entitled; and relatively, if inability 
or failure to make the money which this through business 
would yield should make impossible reductions in the 
rates on other traffic which would be possible were the 
road in possession of the increased revenues derived from 
this traffic. 

In our previous report, we referred to our decisions 
in the cases of the Pittsburgh Vein Operators Asso. of Ohio 
vs. Pennsylvania Co., 241. C. C., 280; Boileau vs. P.& L. E.R. 
R. Co., 22 I. C.C., 640; and I. & S. Docket No.26, 22 I. C. C., 
604. Therein the Commission passed upon the lake-coal 
rates from the eastern Ohio or Pittsburgh vein No. 8, the 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and the West Virginia districts, respect- 
ively. In the Boileau case the Commission found that the 
88-cent rate from the Pittsburgh district to Ashtabula, Ohio, 
was unreasonable and that the rate for the future should 
not exceed 78 cents. The 88-cent rate yieldel a revenue per 
ton-mile for the average distance of 160 miles of 5.5 mills, 
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while the rate established by the Commission yields a rev- 
enue of 4.87 mills. In the Pittsburgh Vein Operators care we 
held the rate of 85 cents to have been unreasonable to the 
that it This rate of 85 cents, 
figured on a per-ton-mile basis, 5.82 mills via the 
Wheeling & Lake Erie Railroad to Huron and 6.29 mills 
via the Pennsylvania lines to Cleveland, while the reduced 


extent exceeded 75 cents. 


was 


rate of 75 cents amounted to 5.1 mills and 5.5 mills, re- 
spectively. 
The record herein fails to disclose that the 85-cent 


relation to other 
coal rates, was unreasonable during the period for which 
asked. Nor find that it 
reasonable by comparison with the rates from the Pitts- 
burgh and Ohio No. 8 districts, which the Commission or- 


rate, viewed in and of itself and without 


reparation is can we was un- 


dered reduced 10 cents per ton. It appears, however, that 
a definite relationship has existed between these different 


coal fields for many years, As shown in our previous re- 


port, for over ten years past the rates, and differentials 
between the rates, from the various fields which compete 
for lake-coal traffic have been as follows: 
Differ- 
ential 
Rate Ton- Over 
Per Mile Hocking 
Distance. Ton. Revenue. District. 
Miles. Cents. Mills. Cents. 
1902— 
eicinee, CRO: aoc ciece dcescve 193 70 3.62 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906 
SL CT Go) sb Wes sioweve 193 80 4.14 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911 
Pn SD sosecsedocesere 193 85 4.40 
1902 
No. 8 of Ohio via W. & L. 
Bn. & BR to Burom.......- 146 70 4.80 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906— 
No. 8 of Ohio via W. & L. 
i, ie ek. SO BER cae cee 146 80 5.48 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911— 
No. 8 of Ohio via W. & L 
ec Oe EO, 0«.cu0s< 146 85 5.82 
1902— 
No. 8 of Ohio via Pa. lines 
OD GEE vob dicscece ces 35 70 5.18 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906— 
No. 8 of Ohio via Pa. lines 
L-.. - asa 135 80 6.00 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911— 
No. 8 of Ohio via Pa. lines 
OR OO errr 35 85 6.29 
1902— 
en, Me. <ciancedouel 160 73 4.56 3 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906— 
Pitteburen, Pa. ...ccccccces 160 83 5.19 3 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911— 
Dae, «=, cpcececceees 160 88 5.50 
1902— 
i 2.) Wik seks ceamens 248 81% 3.30 11% 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906— 
EO Pe ere 248 913 3.70 11% 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911— 
PeIsmens, W. Vos ccccvceses 248 96% 3.90 11% 
1902— 
Kanawha-Thacker, W. Va...400 82 2.05 12 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906—. 
Kanawha-Thacker, W. Va...400 92 2.30 12 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911— 
Kanawha-Thacker, W. Va...400 97 2.42 12 
1902— 
Pocahontas-New River, W. 
he Oe Sree 434 97 2.23 27 
1903, 1904, 1905, 1906— 
Pocahontas-New River, W. 
WES s chs odins oan oe oe tune 434 107 2.46 27 
1907, 1908, 1909, 1910, 1911- 
Pocahontas-New River, W. 
eS ee ee 434 112 2.58 27 


With respect to the effect of the Pittsburgh rate upon 
the entire coal-rate adjustment to the lakes, 
mission said’ in the Boileau case at page 664: 


the Com- 


The testimony of the defendants makes the Pittsburgh- 
Ashtabula rate the keystone of the entire system of lake-coal 
rates. This keystone is involved in this proceeding. It de- 


termines the relative level of all other rates in the structure 


For nearly 11 years prior to May 1, 1912, the differ- 
ential of the Pittsburgh district rate over the Hocking 
district rate had been 3 cents per ton. On May 1, 1912, 
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the Commission’s order reducing the Pittsburgh rate from 
88 cents to 78 cents became effective. By such reduction 
the differential was wiped out and the Pittsburgh rate 
became 7 cents lower than the Hocking district rate, It 
is admitted by the defendant that the Hocking district 
is entitled to a rate 3 cents lower than is the Pittsburgh 
district. We have already held that there is no evidence 
that this differential is unreasonable. The No. 8 district 
of Ohio has always had the same rate adjustment as the 
Hocking district and the Vein Operators As- 
sociation, in the case before cited, expressed entire satis- 
faction with the differential of 3 the Pitts- 
burgh district rate. 

Thus it appears that the Hocking district rate of 85 


Pittsburgh 


cents under 


cents became unreasonable in a relative sense during the 


time it remained 7 cents in excess of the Pittsburgh rate. 
This period, however, was limited to 26 days, for, as be- 
fore the defendant on May 1912, voluntarily 
reduced the rate to 75 cents and thus restored the differ- 
ential of 3 The shipments included within com- 
plainant’s claim all moved in 1910’and 1911, and since we 


shown, 26, 


cents, 


can not find that the rate assailed was unreasonable, either 
absolutely or relatively, during that period, it follows that 
no reparation can be awarded. 

The 
that when the Commission concludes a 
sonable it thereby, in effect, 


complainant, however, the 


rate 


asserts proposition 
be unrea- 
automatically awards repara- 
tion covering the statutory period of two years prior to 
the date the complaint was filed. 


to 


We are unable to find 
that this contention is sustained by any provision of the 
act to regulate commerce or the Com- 
mission in the past. Section 8 of the act provides: 


by decisions of 


That in case any common carrier, subject to the provisions 


of this act, shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done 
any act, matter or thing in this act prohibited or declared to 
be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act, matter or thing in 
this act required to be done, such common carrier shall be 


liable to the person or persons injured thereby for the full 
amount of damages sustained in consequence of any such viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act. 

If the rate charged by the defendant was not in vio- 
lation of the act when exacted, wherein were 
sustained in consequence of such exaction? 


damages 
In numerous 
instances the Commission has held, in substance, that a 
rate may be reasonable at one period of its existence 
and because of changed conditions and circumstances be- 


come unreasonable at a later period: Penrod Walnut & 


Veneer Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co., 15 I. CG. C.. 326; 
Anadarko Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 20 


I. C. C., 48; Carter White Lead Co. vs. N. & W. Ry. Co., 
21 I. C. C., 41; Memphis Freight Bureau vs. St. L. & S. F. 
R. R, Co., 21 I. C. C., 113; and In the matter of Rates on 
Wool, etc., 25 I. C. C., 675. Also a rate may be relatively un- 
reasonable and yet contain none of the elements of abso- 
lute unreasonableness, 

A case particularly in point is Penrod Walnut & 
Veneer Company, supra, wherein the Commission said at 
page 328: 


It must not be understood that whenever this Commission 
reduces a rate, it necessarily follows that it will award repara- 
tion upon the basis of the rate established for two years pre- 
ceding the filing of the petition. There is no conclusive pre- 
sumption that a rate reasonable to-day was reasonable a year 
before or a day before, since reasonable rates vary from time 
to time, and some point of division must be found. Where, 
therefore, rates have been established and maintained by the 
earriers in good faith, especially where they have been long 
in effect and acquiesced in by shippers without protest, this 
Commission will not award reparation, even though the rate 
is reduced, unless it clearly appears that the rates paid in the 
past have been excessive. 


In a more recent case, the Wool Rate case, above 
cited, the Commission stated at page 677: 
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February 22, 1912 


The statute provides that no order for reparation shall be 
made by the Commission unless claim is filed with it within 
two years from the time the cause of action accrues, and it 
seems to be assumed in many quarters that whenever the Com- 
mission holds a given rate to be unreasonable, it will, as a mat- 
ter of course, award reparation upon the basis of the rate 
found to be reasonable as to all payments within the two-year 
limitation. This is by no means so, since it does not of neces- 
s follow that because a rate is found unreasonable upon a 
given date it has been unreasonable during the two years pre- 
ce ding, and reparation can only be granted where it is found 
that the charge was unreasonable when paid. 

There can be no doubt, we think, that we are without 
authority to award reparation in any case unless we can 
conclude that the rate assailed was in violation of the 
act at the time the shipments in question moved. This 
we can not do in the case before us, and the complaint 
will therefore be dismissed and an order entered ac- 
cordingly. 


MOTORCYCLES FIRST CLASS 


OPINION NO. 2168 
(26 I. C. C, Rep., P. 127.) 
MOTORCYCLE MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION VS. 
BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY ET AL. 


CASE NO. 4797 


Submitted Jan. 8, 1913. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 
Motorcycles as now manufactured and offered for shipment may 
properly be classified in Official Classification territory as 
first class in carloads, with a minimum of 12,000 pounds 
for a standard 36-foot car. 
L. H. Freedman for complainant. 
=. S. Ballard, Clyde Brown and R. N. 


fendants. 


— 


Collyer for de- 


Report of the Commission. 
PROUTY, COMMISSIONER: 

On July 1, 1910, by official classification No. 36, motor- 
cycles were given a rating one and one-half times first 
class, ]1. ec, 1, and first class, ec. 1. For some years previous 
the carload rating had been second class, and the com- 
plainants attack in this proceeding this advance. 

The motorcycle was originally and still is a bicycle to 
which is applied a gasoline motor. The carload rating of 
bicycles until about 1901 had been first class, but at that 
time, owing, the defendants allege, to depression in the 
business, it was reduced to second class. When motor- 
cycles, in the development of that industry, came to be 
shipped in carloads, they were given the same rating which 
applied to bicycles. 

As bicycles are ordinarily crated. for shipment, they 
can be loaded to 10,000 pounds in a 36-foot car. Motor- 


j cycles load somewhat heavier, from 13,000 to 15,000 pounds. 


The testimony shows that on the average the standard 
car will carry something in excess of 50 machines, weigh- 
ing about 250 pounds each. 

To a degree bicycles, motorcycles and automobiles are 
in competition. Of these, bicycles, in proportion to the 
space occupied, are of the least value, but they load some- 
what less heavily. Motorcycles and automobiles as pre- 
sented for shipment are of about the same value on the 
average per cubic foot, but the motorcycle loads some- 


= what heavier than the automobile. 


The present ratings under official classification in car- 
loads are: Bicycles, first class, minimum 10,000 pounds; 
motorcycles, first class, minimum 12,000 pounds; auto- 
mobiles, 110 per cent of first class, minimum 10,000 pounds; 
and this seems to be a fair relation, considering the 
Weight and the value of the articles. 

At the present time motorcycles, under western classi- 
fication, are two and one-half times first class, any quan- 
tity, while bicycles are one and one-half times first class, 
l,c. L, and first class, c. 1., minimum weight 10,000 pounds. 
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Under the southern classification bicycles are second 
class in carloads, minimum 10,000 pounds; one and one-half 
times first class in less than carloads. Motorcycles are 
first class, c. 1, and one and one-half times first class, 
h, Gek, 

In Merchants’ Traffic Asso. vs. A., T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 
13 I. C, C., 283, the Commission established a rate of first 
class on motorcycles in carloads from St. Louis to Denver, 
Colo. In Rose vs. B. & A. R. R. Co., 18 I. C. C., 427, a rate 
of one and one-half times first class, 1. c. 1., on motorcycles 
from eastern and central freight association points to Pa- 
cific coast destinations was found reasonable. In Unre- 
ported Opinions Nos. 435 and 436, reparation was awarded 
upon shipments of motorcycles from Chicago, St. Louis and 
Milwaukee to Denver, Colo., upon the basis of one and 
one-half times first class in less than carloads, and first 
class in carloads. 

The opinion of the Commission as gathered from the 
above decisions has been that motorcycles should be given 
the first-class rate in carloads. We are satisfied, upon a 
further consideration of this question, that motorcycles as 
now manufactured and offered for shipment may properly 
be classified as first class, c. 1., with a minimum of 12,000 
pounds for a standard car, 36 feet in length, and the 
present official classification will not therefore be dis- 
turbed. 

Upon this finding the complaint must be dismissed. 


COMMON BRICK TO CANADA 
1. & S. DOCKET NO. 96 OPINION NO. 2169 
(26 I. C, C, Rep., P. 129.) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION AND SUS- 
PENSION OF ADVANCES IN RATES BY CARRIERS 
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF BUILDING BRICK 
AND OTHER ARTICLES IN CARLOADS FROM 
ORCHARD PARK AND JEWETTVILLE, N. Y., TO 
CANADIAN POINTS. 


Submitted Oct. 25, 1912. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


4 The decision of the Commission in the Stowe-Fuller case, 
Cc, C., 213, to the effect that various grades of brick 
should ‘take the same rate, has no application to common 
ric 
Proposed increased rates on common or building brick from 
Orchard Park and Jewettville, N. Y., to Canadian points 
not shown to be reasonable, and tariffs under suspension 
required to be withdrawn. 


fdmund P, Cottle for Ellicott Brick Co. 

S. M. Havens for Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh 
Railway Co. 

G. C. Ransom for Michigan Central Railway Co. 

John J. Mossman for Wabash Railroad Co, 

Ira W. Gantt for Grand Trunk Railway system. 

Report of the Commission. 

M’CHORD, COMMISSIONER: 

Tariffs Nos. I. C. C. 4185 and supplement No, 1 to I. 
C. C. 3548, filed by the Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh 
Railway Co., to become effective April 20, 1912, advanced 
the rates on common or building brick from Orchard Park 
and Jewettville, N. Y., to Canadian points and, at the 
instance of interested brick manufacturers, were sus- 
pended by the Commission until Aug, 18, 1912, and resus- 
pended until Feb. 18, 1913. The average advance was 
about 35 cents per ton, the highest 65 cents. To the longer 
distant points some slight reductions were made. Re- 
spondents admit, however, that the rates named in these 
tariffs were due to a misunderstanding as to the propor- 
tions demanded by the Canadian roads, and, effective Aug. 
18, 1913, Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh tariff, I, C. C. 


bo 
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No. 4271, was issued canceling the rates originally sus- 
pended and reducing the advance to about 15 cents per 
ton, the maximum being 25 cents. This tariff was also 
suspended by the Commission and the rates therein named 
are really the ones we have to consider. 

Black Rock, N. Y., is the point of interchange between 
the American and Canadian roads. It is about 19 miles 
from Orchard Park and 24% miles from Jewettville. Under 
the present and proposed rates the proportion accruing to 
the American lines is 35 cents per ton. All of the increase, 
therefore, is in the division received by the Grand Trunk 
Railway system and the entire defense was assumed by it. 

Practically the sole justification for the advance is 
that a realignment of brick rates from the United States 
to Canada was necessitated by the decision of the Commis- 
sion in the Stowe-Fuller case, 12 I. C. C., 215, where, it is 
contended, the Commission held that “a brick is a brick,” 
and that the same rate must be applied alike to common, 
building, paving and fire brick. At that time varying rates 
applied from Pennsylvania and Ohio. After conferences 
between the American and the Canadian roads a readjust- 
ment was agreed upon which gave to all brick the same 
rates and at the same time enabled Ohio and Pennsylvania 
shippers to reach Canada substantially on a parity. In 
accomplishing this realignment both advances and reduc- 
tions were made, the advances applying principally to com- 
mon and paving brick and the reductions to fire and other 
high-grade brick, the idea being to conform to the Chicago- 
New York scale which, from 25 cents on fire brick, 22% 
cents on building brick and 20 cents on paving brick, was 
fixed by the Commission at 21 cents on all brick. Metro- 
politan Paving Brick case, 17 I. C. C., 197. But Orchard 
Park and Jewettville manufacture nothing but common 
brick, and no rates were published on fire or paving brick. 
Consequently there were no varying rates to equalize, and 
no advance in the rates on common -brick from these 
points can be justified on that ground. 


Furthermore, the decision in neither the Stowe-Fuller 
case, supra, nor the Metropolitan Paving Brick case, 
supra, related to common brick, and none of the reasons 
actuating our finding in respect to paving and fire brick 
has any application to common brick. Common brick is 
one of the lowest grade commodities handled by a carrier. 
It loads heavily, 100,000 pounds per car being not uncom- 
mon, while the value of such a car at the kiln is only about 
$125. A similar car of fire brick would be worth about 
$325, while pressed. brick might reach $500. The use of 
ordinary clay in its manufacture permits a general produc- 
tion of common brick, most cities having such kilns within 
easy access. A substantial transportation haul is ordi- 
narily an economic impossibility. Protestant’s farthest 
Canadian market appears to have been reached at a dis- 
tance of 50 or 60 miles. One of his disadvantages, of 
course, is the customs duty of 2244 per cent, and it is only 
when the Canadian output falls short that he can enter 
that market. No duty is levied on high-grade brick. While 
these are but natural disabilities, relief from which there 
may be no duty upon the carriers to afford, they are perti- 
nent when an advance is sought to be made on the theory 
that this Commission has prescribed the same rate on 
common as on other brick. 

It is by no means unusual for carriers to maintain 
materially lower rates on common than on fire or paving 
brick. In Evens & Howard Fire Brick Co. vs. St. L., 
I. M. & S. Ry. Co., 25 I. C. C., 141, it was observed that 
fire brick rates in Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas 
were from 54 to 183 per cent higher than common-brick 
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rates. A distinction in favor of common brick also was 
recognized by this Commission in fixing rates on fire 
brick from Arkansas to Louisiana, Atchinson vs, St. L., I. 
M. & S. Ry. Co., 22 I. C, C., 131, and again in Evens & 
Howard Fire Brick Co, vs. St. L., I. M. & S., supra, where 
we said at page 153: “A distinction should be made as 
between common brick and pressed, face, building and fire 
brick.” Under the present and the suspended tariffs the 
minimum weight on brick from Orchard Park and Jewett- 
ville is 40,000 pounds. The principal protestant, however, 
testified that 100,000 pounds could be and frequently were 
loaded. With such a loading the per car revenue unde! 
the present rates ranges from $37.50 for a haul of 52 
miles to Chippewa, Ontario, to $50 to Port Colborne, On- 
tario, 61.77 miles. The proposed rates would yield a per 
car revenue of $50 to Chippewa and $55 to Port Colborne. 

It appears that the proportion received by the Cana- 
dian roads from Black Rock is generally the same, regard- 
less of the point of origin in the United States, but as such 
proportions also apply on high-grade brick, which is really 
the only kind that moves from the more distant points, 
it is not necessarily reasonable when applied to common 
brick, even if we considered the divisions instead of the 
joint rate in its entirety. 

No figures showing cost of operation were submitted. 
In its reply brief respondent for the first time intimated 
any need of additional revenue, contending that increased 
operation costs necessitated increased rates if efficient 
service was to be maintained. This general assertion, 
however, is supported neither by evidence nor by the logi- 
cal inference that the brick rates from Orchard Park and 
Jewettville should be advanced even if increased cost of 
operation over the system as a whole were conceded. 

Our opinion is that the burden cast by law upon re- 


spondents to show that the increased rates are reasonable | 


has not been sustained and that such rates should not be 
allowed to become effective. Respondents, therefore, will 
be expected to withdraw the tariffs under suspension and 
the case will be retained on our docket for such order as 
may be necessary if this is not done, 


COOPERAGE RATE REASONABLE 


CASE NO. 3411 
(26 I. C. C. Rep., P. 132.) 
OZARK COOPERAGE & LUMBER CO. VS. ST. LOUIS 
& SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD CO. ET AL. 


Submitted April 24, 1911. Decided Feb. 2, 1913. 


Rates for the transportation of cooperage stock in carloads from 
Black Rock, Trumann and Grassy Lake, Ark., to Browns 
ville, Tex., not found to have been unreasonable. Complaint 
dismissed. 


Geo. B. Webster for complainant. 

F. H. Wood and Edwin A. Haid for St, Louis & San 
Francisco Railroad Co.; St. Louis, San Francisco & 
Texas Railway Co., and St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexico 
Railway Co. 

Wallace T. Hughes, W. F. Dickinson and N. H, Las 
siter for Trinity & Brazos Valley Railway Co. 

James C. Jeffery and Herbert J. Campbell for St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Co, and Texas 
& Pacific Railway Co. 

Report of the Commission. 


BY THE COMMISSION: 

The complainant is a corporation engaged in the buy- 
ing and selling of slack-barrel cooperage stock and lumber, 
having its principal place of business at St. Louis, Mo. By pe- 
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tition, filed July 21, 1910, it alleges that the rates charged 
by the defandants for the transportation of certain car- 
load shipments of cooperage stock from Black Rock, Tru- 
mann and Grassy Lake, Ark., to Brownsville, Tex., were 
unjust and unreasonable. Reparation is asked. 


The shipments involved moved during September and 
December, 1908. On those from Trumann and Grassy 
Lake a rate of 42 cents per 100 pounds was applied, and 
on the one from: Black Rock a rate of 47 cents was ap 
plied. Black Rock and Trumann are located on the St. 
Louis & San Francisco -Railroad between Kansas City, 
Mo., and Memphis, Tenn. The shipments from these sta- 
tions were routed via the lines of the Frisco System to 
Fort Worth, Tex., via the Trinity & Brazos Valley Rail- 
to Houston, Tex., and thence via the St. Louis, 
Brownsville & Mexico Railway to destination. Grassy 
Lake is located on the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway about 21 miles west of Memphis, and the 
shipment from this station was routed via the Iron Moun- 
tain to Texarkana, Ark., the Texas & Pacific Railway to 
Longview Junction, Tex., the International & Great North- 


way 


ern Railroad to Houston, and thence to destination via 
the St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexico Railway. 

For rate-making purposes stations in Texas are di- 
vided into two principal groups, namely, those taking 


Texas common point rates, which group covers practically 
all stations in central and eastern Texas, and those tak- 
ing higher than Texas common point rates; Brownsville, 
which is situated in the southern part of Texas, near the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, being included in the latter 
group. At the time of movements the defendants, in 
Agent Leland’s I. C. C. No. 525, published a rate of 30 
per 100 pounds on lumber, including cooperage 
from Trumann and Grassy Lake to Texas com- 
points, and this tariff contained a provision that 
class-D differential of 12 cents per 100 pounds would be 
added to this rate on shipments to points taking higher 
than Texas common point rate, making the through rate 
from Trumann and Grassy Lake to Brownsville 42 cents 
per 100 pounds, as charged. In connection with this 
rate, reference was made to a note in the above tariff, 
reading as follows: 


cents 
stock, 


mon 


Rates do not apply on lumber and articles taking same rates 
from points covered by individual issues shown in item 9. 

Item 9 in this tariff referred to St. Louis & San 
Francisco Railroad, I. C. C. No. 2761, and Texas & Pa- 
cific Railway, I. C, C. No. 1266. While these individual 


® issues did not name any rates on cooperage stock from 


Trumann or Grassy Lake to stations on the St. Louis, 
Brownsville & Mexico Railway, they did name rates on 
this commodity from Trumann and Grassy Lake to other 
points, “Frisco” tariff, I. C. C. No, 2761, containing a 
rate of 20 cents per 100 pounds from Trumann to Hous- 
ton, Tex. Texas & Pacific tariff, I. C. C. No. 1266, named 
arate of 20 cents per 100 pounds from Grassy Lake to 


> Houston. 


It is the complainant’s contention that the note in 
Agent Leland’s I. C. C. No. 525, above quoted, in connec- 
tion with the individual lines tariffs above shown nam- 
ing rates on cooperage stock from Trumann and Grassy 


Lake, eliminated from Agent Leland’s I. C. C. No. 525 
all rates on this commodity from these stations. The 


defendants resist this contention and maintain that the 
note referred to had the effect of eliminating the rates 
in Agent Leland’s I. C. C. No. 525 only in so far as the 
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individual issues listed in item 9 named rates from points 
shown in Agent Leland’s I. C. C. No. 525 to points shown 
in this tariff. In other words, the defendants interpret 
the words “from points covered by individual issues’ 
in this note to mean “from points covered by individual 
issues to points specified in this tariff,’ and upon this 
premise argue that, as the individual issues did not 
name a rate from Trumann and Grassy Lake to Browns- 
ville, the rate shown in Agent Leland’s tariff was legally 
applicable to complainant’s shipments. We are of the 
opinion that defendant’s interpretation of the note is cor- 
rect, but granting that it is not, the question is really 
immaterial to the main issue, for the reason that the sum 
of the local rates to and from Houston which would 
otherwise apply is greater than the rates named in Le- 
land’s I. C. C. No. 525. 


At the time the shipment from Black Rock moved 
the defendants, in Agent Leland’s I. C. C, No. 524, pub- 
lished a rate of 35 cents. per 100 pounds on lumber, in- 
cluding cooperage stock, from this station to Texas com- 
mon points, and in connection with this rate it was pro- 
vided that the rate to ‘points taking higher than Texas. 
common-point rates, including Brownsville, class-D dif- 
ferential of 12 cents per 100 pounds would be added, 
making the through rate from Black Rock to Brownsville 
47 cents per 100 pounds, which was the rate charged 
and legally applicable on this shipment. At the time this 
shipment moved the St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad, 
in its I. C. C. No. 2761, named a rate of 20 cents per 
100 pounds on cooperage stock from Black Rock to 
Houston, 

With respect to the reasonableness of the rates 
charged, it is the complainant’s contention that these 
rates should be constructed on basis of the rates pub- 
lished by the individual lines from points of origin in- 
volved to Houston in force at the time of movements, 
plus 12 cents beyond. In support of this contention the 
complainant states that although Houston is not listed 
as a Texas common point in Agent Leland’s tariffs in 
question, this station is within that portion of the state 
of Texas taking the common-point rates, and that to 
make rates to Brownsville it would only be fair to add 
to the rates to Houston named in the individual issues 
a differential of 12 cents, as used in connection with the 
rates named in Leland’s tariffs. Defendants contend that 
the fact that they use a differential of 12 cents in con- 
nection with the rates of 30 and 35 cents to Houston is 
no reason why they should use it in connection with the 
20-cent rate, and that the 20-cent rate was made to en- 
able Arkansas producers to compete with producers in 
Louisiana. They call attention to the fact that condi- 
tions surrounding the movement of traffic to points on 
the St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexico Railway are en- 
tirely dissimilar to those which obtain in connection with 
the movement of traffic to Houston, and that to allow the 
St. Louis, Brownsville & Mexico Railway its required 
proportion would leave an unduly low proportion for the 
lines to Houston, 

Upon consideration of all the facts and circum- 
stances disclosed by the record we are unable to find 
that the rates charged on complainant’s shipments were 
unreasonable. Since May 24, 1912, defendants have 
maintained a rate of 29 cents from all the points of 
origin in question to Brownsville, which is lower than 
the rates prayed for in the petition. An order will be 
entered dismissing the complaint. 
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SOFT COAL RATES 


i, & S, DOCKET NO. 159 OPINION NO. 2171 
(26 I. C. C. Rep, P. 135.) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION AND 

SUSPENSION OF ADVANCES IN RATES BY CAR- 


RIERS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF SOFT 
COAL AND SOFT COAL BRIQUETTES FROM 
SOUTHERN ILLINOIS MINES TO STATIONS 
LOCATED ON THE GOULD SOUTHWESTERN 
RAILWAY IN ARKANSAS. 

Submitted Jan. 23, 1913. Decided Feb. 3, 1913. 


Respondents propose to cancel joint rates on soft coal and soft 
coal briquettes from southern Illinois mines to stations lo- 
cated on the Gould Southwestern Railway in Arkansas, and 
to apply in lieu thereof combination rates which are from 
10 to 50 cents per ton higher; Held, That the increased rates 
resulting from the proposed schedule have not been justi- 
fied and that the suspended tariff should be withdrawn. 


H. G. Herbel and W. S. Jones for Missouri Pacific 
Railway Co., Texas & Pacific Railway Co. and Inter- 
national & Great Northern Railway Co. 

Martin L, Clardy and Fred G. Wright for St. Louis, 
Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Co, 

H. L. Rosenthal for Gould Southwestern Railway Co. 


Report of the Commission. 
McCHORD, Commissioner: 

Supplement No. 9 to Missouri Pacific Railway 
and St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Co. 
tariff I. C. C. No. A-1839, by the cancelation of joint 
rates, made advances in rates for the transportation of 
soft coal and soft coal briquettes from southern Illinois 
mines to stations located on the Gould Southwestern 
Railway in Arkansas. These schedules, together with the 
reissue thereof in Missouri Pacific Railway Co. and St. 


Co. 


Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Co. tariff 
I. Cc. C. No. A-2194, were suspended until May 8, 1913, 


on complaint of the Devoy & Kuhn Coal & Coke Co. of 
St. Louis and investigation as to the propriety of the 
advances ordered. 

Existing rates on soft coal in carloads to points on 
the Gould Southwestern Railway are from $2.25 per ton 
at Isom, Ark., to $2.45 per ton at Star City, the proposed 
advance being from 10 cents to 50 cents per ton. The 
testimony of the carriers is that the joint rates from 
Illinois mines to points in Arkansas on the Gould South- 
western Railway were established in anticipation of ship- 
ments of domestic coal, but that the only shipments 
that have been made were to the Gould Southwestern 
for their engine purposes. The only justification offered 
to the withdrawal of the join rate was that this action 
was made necessary by the decision of the Commission 
in the Tap Line case, 23 I. C. C., 277, 549. That case, so 
far as the Gould Southwestern Railway was concerned, 
ordered that on lumber shipments from a proprietary 
lumber company on the Gould Southwestern no allow- 
ances should be paid that road, but shipments of coal, 
or any commodities other than lumber from the mill, 
were not involved. At the hearing the Gould Southwest- 
ern Railway Co., actuated by its interest in the through 
rate, entered objection to the proposed rates becoming 
effective, it being their contention that at_the present 
time that road is strictly a common carrier, having no 
interest, directly or indirectly, in any industry operating 
along its line. It is here shown that the movement of 


coal from southern Illinois mines for consumption at 
points on the Gould Southwestern Railway is very light 
and that substantially the entire coal tonnage handled 
was for use in locomotives of the Gould Southwestern. 
However, there are other concerns on this road and there 
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is a strong intimation that some of them will use south- 
ern Illinois coal, 

The Devoy & Kuhn Coal & Coke Co., at whose in- 
stance the schedule was originally suspended, has wit 
drawn its protest with the statement that after a thor- 
ough investigation they believe they will be able to reach 
the stated district under the proposed basis. The record 
indicates that this action was prompted by that concern’s 
lack of interest in coal shipments to this territory rather 
than by any admission that the increased rates are rea- 
sonable. 








The situation here presented is not analogous to that § 


of the Tap Line and under all of the cir- 
cumstances we are of the opinion that carriers have not 
sustained the burden of showing the increased rates to 
be just and reasonable, and that the rates under suspen- 
sion should not be allowed to become effective. 

We are asked by the Gould Southwestern Railway 
Co. to establish a through rate not to exceed $2.25 per 
ton to all stations on that line and to fix the division 
thereof on the basis of $1.75 for the St. Louis, 
Mountain & Southern Railway Co. and 50 cents for the 
Gould Southwestern Railway Co. However, no testimony 
on this point was introduced. In fact, the question was 
raised for the first time in the brief of the Gould South- 
western Railway Co. This record, therefore, does not 
warrant the Commission in making a finding in that re- 
spect. 


case, supra, 


Iron 


The carriers will be expected to withdraw, on or be- 
fore April 1, 1913, the tariff under suspension. Pending 
such action the case will be retained in the docket of 


the Commission. 


FORBIDS SASH ADVANCE 


The Commission, in I. & S. Nos. 117 and 117-A, has 
forbidden proposed advances on sash, doors and blinds 
points in Louisiana to stations in Texas and be 
tween other points, and has directed that the tariffs be 





from 


withdrawn. The carriers undertook, first, to advance the 
rate from Louisiana points to Texas common points to 
23 cents. Various protests caused the carriers to file 


new tariffs amending the previous issues to the extent 
of providing a 19-cent rate from Arkansas and Louisiana 
points, including Shreveport, in lieu of the 23-cent rate. 
The Shreveport Chamber of Commerce and local manu- 
facturers complained against the proposed rates from 
Shreveport to Texas points. By way of justification the 
carriers contended that sash, doors and blinds, being 
manufactured products, should take a higher rates than 
lumber, which is said to be low and highly competitive 
in the territory involved, and that, viewed in connection 
with the lumber rate or as a blanket, the suspended rate 
is reasonable, and, if allowed to go into effect, would 
have given Shreveport an advantage over its competitors 
outside of Texas, the advantage being 4 cents over New 
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Orleans, Little Rock and Fort Smith, 5 cents over Mem- 


phis and 10 cents over St. Louis. Commissioner Mc- 
Chord, in disposing of the matter, pointed out that the 
per ton mile earnings on the New Orleans rate would 
be 8.48 mills; Fort Smith, 1.022 cents; Little Rock, 1.41 
cents, and Shreveport 1.583 cents, it having the shortest 
haul to the center of Texas. He said that under the 


blanket the revenue per ton per mile to the further | 


points would not be unreasonably high, but on the short 
hauls, such as Shreveport manufacturers would have, the 
revenue woulée ‘be three times the average of all freight, 
in some instances. 
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The Open Forum 


A department for the use of patrons and friends of The Traffic World in the discussion of the 
topics which every progressive traffic man, whether manager or clerk, 
has to consider—Contributions are welcomed 


UNIFORM RATES 





Editor of THE TRAFFIC WORLD: 

For some time past I have been an interested reader 
of your columns, and would like to see therein a discus- 
sion of the possibilities of bringing about uniform rules 
governing the transportation of baggage, corpses, stop- 
over privileges, extension of limits on tickets, etc. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission has been for 
some time engaged in a laudable effort to bring about 
the adoption of a uniform freight classification, but I 
am not aware that they have made any effort to bring 
about uniform rules governing the transportation of bag- 
gage, corpses, etc. 

As it is the prevailing custom of many railroads to 
issue their own circulars and tariffs covering the sub- 
ject, showing as parties thereto all of the railroads with 
which they have through ticketing arrangements, our 
files are now burdened with tariffs from hundreds of 
lines whose instructions vary slightly, and it would seem 
to me to be entirely practicable to make a uniform set 
of rules, which could be adopted by all lines, for the 
handling of joint business, and for local business if de- 
sired, although for local business a separate set of rules 
could be adopted if preferable. 

I believe that uniform rules on these subjects would 
commend themselves to all passenger men, as well as 
be favored by the traveling public. Would appreciate an 
expression from the passenger departments of other 
lines. W. H. Paul. 

Chicago, Il. 


ABOUT TRACING CAR LOADS 





Editor Tue TrRArric WORLD: 

The two previous issues of THE TRAFFIC WoRLD have 
touched upon one of the most “touchy” points of contact 
between the shippers and the carriers when they have 
printed articles about tracing, Your two previous articles 
have been dealing almost entirely with the question of 
L. C. L. business, but how about the carload lots, in which 
the roads complain so greatly about tracers, and to say 
they do little good? “Why Trace Shipments” was good, 
but let us not stop with but a brief summary of some 
of the conditions; let us have a complete statement from 
a railroad official as to their attitude in the matter, and 
then allow some shipper to state his apparent necessity 
for tracing. The tracing business is overdone, and the 
writer believes the contracting and soliciting agents are 
greatly to blame. Cannot the roads and the shippers come 
to a better understanding of the function of the tracer, 
if any, by calmly understanding each other’s side, rather 
than by continually blaming each other? Get together, 
shipper and carrier; that’s the way to get on, not fight, 
fight, fight, all the time. 

One suggestion as to improvements. We.are asked 
time and time again by the purchasing departments of 


the roads to tell them what has happened to a car shipped 
two months back, saying that it has never arrived. Our 
traffic department reports the arrival of the shipment, and 
investigation shows the car transferred. But no record 
of it from the railroad shops. .The distribution of the 
material is delayed, because the consignee did not have 
a formal notice of the transfer. Could the roads not cut 
down the necessity for tracing by sending an extra copy 
of the agent’s transfer report direct to the consignee, just 
as one copy is sent to the office of the superintendent of 
transportation? But, whatever is done, let us understand 
the other party, and then we can all help to reduce the 
enormous amount of unnecessary railroad correspondence 
A. Fletcher Marsh, in Charge of Traffic, 
Marsh & Truman Lumber Co. 


Chicago, Ill., Feb. 18, 1913. 





TRACING SHIPMENTS 





Editor of THe TRAFFIC WORLD, 


In “The Open Forum,” your edition of the 15th, of 
Tue TRAFFIC WoRLD, we notice that the general freight 
agent of one of our largest railway systems requested 
the republication as to why shipments should be traced. 

In a general way, a large amount of what is pub- 
lished in this article may be applicable, but it is very 
evident that the writer of this article considers that the 
shippers are always in error, and that the service of 
the railroad is always perfect. We take exception to 
this, as we believe that the average traffic manager of 
to-day will not trace a shipment until he has reason to 
believe that it has gone astray, or is not moving as rap- 
idly as it should to destination. 

I would like to ask the gentleman what, in his opin- 
ion, he considers a “reasonable length of time” for a 
shipment to be in transit. When that time has elapsed, 
does he mean that no tracer should be made? He states, 
“why trace?” This is easily answerable by cutting out 
the tracer and entering claim for the goods. Which 
would he prefer? 


I have in mind an instance where the entire con- 
tents of a car moving to several destinations in sizeable 
quantities were shipped on the 30th day of November, 
and allowing 10 days, which is double the time that 
should be consumed by any of the shipments, tracer was 
started, and we have never had even the courtesy of a 
reply on any one of them, nor haye the goods been 
found to date. I have, of course, entered claim, as the 
shipments are too valuable to be carried in memory only 
by a tickler system. 


People in New England, especially shippers and re- 
ceivers of freight, are positively at a loss to know what 
the word “reasonable’ means when it comes to trans- 
portation service. We all thought we used to know, but 
under the present existing conditions we are completely 
lost, as are a great many shipments also for the time 
being. 

We note, also, there is mention made that “very 
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little thought is given to the immense amount of ex- 
pense placed on the transportation lines,” etc. Did the 
gentleman who wrote that article stop and consider the 
amount of expense that the shipper and the consignee 
was experiencing for failure on the part of the transpor- 
tation company to carry out its contract in a reasonable 
length of time? Did he ever stop to think that, because 
a freight shipment did not get there in time, it had to 
be duplicated by express, and either the consignee or 
the shipper must stand this additional charge? It was 
not the shipper’s fault—he shipped in time. It was not 
the consignee’s fault—he ordered in time; but someone 
between point of origin and destination made a mistake, 
and who is the one that suffers? I do not believe that 
the industrial concerns of to-day are abusing the tracing 
system, but when one is prepared to state that not 1 
per cent out of 300 tracers brought reply, it shows con- 
clusively that there has not been very much of the labor 
that he complains of as necessary has been expended on 
these 300. Understand, these 300 extend over a year’s 
business, and are just tracers in every case. 


I would suggest that, in order that the tracing sys- 
tem may be perfected, that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission draw up and order adopted by all roads a 
uniform tracer, and have the order so issued that once 
a tracer is started it will be effective, and not consigned 
to the waste basket. When this is done shippers cannot 
trace until they are justified, and the carrier will not be 
compelled to honor the request for tracer until, to their 
own satisfaction, the shipper has convinced them that 
a reasonable length of time for delivery has elapsed. 

A uniform B-L has proven to be of great benefit. 
A uniform classification is now under consideration and 
should come. A uniform HB-B would be welcomed by 
every shipper and receiver in the country, and a uniform 
tracer, used properly, would serve the purpose for which 
it was ordered. A Subscriber. 

Chicago, III. 


PAYING FOR TARIFFS 





Editor THe TRAFric WORLD: 

We have been following with considerable interest the 
arguments pro and con regarding the furnishing of tariffs 
by the several carriers. In our opinion, it seems no more 
than just and reasonable that they should furnish these 
free of charge. The consumer is paying a good price for 
his transportation these days, and where can a carrier 
invest money in advertising better than in a tariff and 
place the same in competent hands? 

A shipper who has the interest of his employer at 
stake will naturally buy his transportation of a road or 
route that gives him the best rate, also taking into con- 
sideration the service, as the rate may be more or less 
dependent on the routing. 

For instance, let us take a shipment moving from 
Grand Rapids, Mich., to New London, Wis. The lower 
class rate governs only when routed via certain lake 
ports, otherwise the higher rate is to be applied. If this 
information was at hand in the shape of a tariff the buyer 
of such transportation would avail himself of this privilege. 

A tariff is a great deal like a handbill that the grocer, 
butcher, etc., distribute among their customers. The cus- 
tomer in turn will inspect the same and, if he is a pru- 
dent and close buyer, will compare this with others that 
he receives, and if there is no vast difference in prices 


will go to the man where he can get the best service, and 
the same should apply to the railroad game. 

The railroads all employ a competent force of rep 
resentatives who come in contact with shippers more or 
less and who know that a hardware dealer would not 
have any use for a grain tariff nor a fruit dealer for a 
lumber tariff. These representatives would know if a 
competent man was in charge of the traffic department 
and what tariffs he really needed for the proper conduct 
of his business and could recommend these firms or 
parties for a proper supply. 

However, we should be glad to see this matter ad- 
justed without the intervention of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and trust that in the near future we 
may use the phrase “supply is exhausted” as a by-word 
of the good old days. 

Adjustable Table Co. 

Grand Rapids, Mich., Feb. 18, 1913. 


Editor THE TRAFFIC WORLD: 

The discussion in “The Open Forum” as to whether 
shippers should or should not pay for tariffs has attracted 
my interest, especially as some of the shippers appear 
to be under the impression that by paying for tariffs they 
will derive a benefit of at least equal the value. It is 
safe to assume that the reasonable price to be charged 
for tariffs would be the cost price. Do they realize that 
it is not at all unusual for a freight tariff to cost from 
75 cents to $1.50 per copy? Is it reasonable to believe 
that the mail clerk or post office officials would be more 
careful when shippers are paying for same than under 
present conditions? Take this company and numerous 
others that have package freight for probably every city 
and town in this country and Canada; you can imagine 
the number of tariffs necessary. Should we call upon 
the transportation company for these rates, we could 
very easily keep one or two rate clerks busy continually. 
In instances of this kind it is, therefore, to the mutual 
advantage of the railroad as well as the shipper to fur- 
nish the tariffs free of charge. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission requires that the correct published rate be 
assessed, and it is up to us as much as the railroad to 
see that this is done. Should we depend on the rates as 
quoted by the railroad we would be very badly handi- 
capped. I don’t wish to criticize the railroad rate clerk, 
as I have been there myself, but he is pushed so hard 
in handling such a wide line of rates that he is more apt 
to mistake than the shipper handling only a limited num- 
ber of commodities. If this is his condition at present 
it is safe to assume that it would not improve when the 
transportation companies charged for tariffs. I appreciate 
that a large number of tariffs are wasted, but under the 
present system, sending out postals and by referring the 
tariff list to the contracting agent in the territory in- 
terested, this waste will finally be reduced to a minimum. 

W. F. Price, Traffic Manager, 
J. B. Williams Co. 
Glastonbury, Conn., Feb. 14, 1913. 


CRITICIZES FIBER PACKAGE 





Editor THe TRAFFIC WORLD: 
Owing to press of other matters, I have just had an 


opportunity to read the article on pages 78 and 79 of: 


THE. TRAFFIC WORLD, issue of Jan. 4, 1913, and while I 
do not wish to assume the attitude of condemning the 
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straw and fiber board box as a shipping container for all 
classes of merchandise, I am somewhat in the position of 
the representative of the southeastern lines who addressed 
the wooden box manufacturers at their semi-annual meet- 
ing in Detroit last August, at which time he stated that, 
while these packages may be fit containers for the trans- 
portation of some class of merchandise, after a careful 
study of the situation he was unable to decide what that 
commodity was. 

But with particular reference to the shipment of 
fruit jars: As a container for shipping jars in straight 
car lots this package is undoubtedly a success. Unfor- 
tunately, however, after these goods reach the jobber 
they are, to a very large extent, reshipped in less than 
ear quantities to the retail trade, and are loaded in 
merchandise cars containing miscellaneous commodities 
from a piano to plowshares, and this is where the break- 
age begins. The jar manufacturer does not see this loss, 
as his liability ceases upon delivery of the goods in good 
order to the jobber. 

There is one other point that your “Traffic Man- 
ager” has failed to take into consideration, and one on 
which he may not be posted, and that is the fact that 
Ball Bros. are to-day making a jar far superior to the 
one they were shipping when using wooden boxes. With- 
in the past few years these parties have spent a for- 
tune in replacing their old machinery with the Owens 
automatic machine. This machine distributes the glass 
uniformly throughout the jar, particularly strengthening 
the shoulder, which in the old jar was extremely weak, 
and which weakness was responsible for a very large 
share of the breakage, although the bottom of the jar 
was also a weak spot, owing to the fact that the glass 
did not run uniform at the joint connecting the bottom 
with the body of the jar. Anyone who is at all familiar 
with the bottle or jar business knows that the Owens 
machine revolutionized this industry. 

There is one other point, too, that should be con- 
sidered in relation to the loss and damage claims on 
shipments of jars in car lots, and that is the fact that 
the double-faced corrugated board deadens the sound, 
and in case of breakage it is almost impossible to detect 
same unless the package itself is very seriously dam- 
aged. Under the circumstances the loss on account of 
breakage and “rattlers” has very largely been trans- 
ferred from the manufacturer and carrier to the con- 
sumer. This is a matter that probably has not been 
thought of, and which may account for some of the re- 
duction in the number of loss and damage claims on 
this commodity, although I consider the fact that the 
jars are to-day probably 500 per cent stronger than they 
were when the manufacturers were using wooden boxes 
the real reason for the decrease in the number of loss 
and damage claims. 

I just want to add one word with reference to the 
storing of jars in paper boxes. Ball Bros. have put con- 
crete floors in their warehouses, and have taken other 
precautions to protect their boxes while in their posses- 
sion, and have done this even better than some other 
manufacturers, as we are furnishing wooden boxes to 
some of the jar manufacturers to be used in protecting 
their paper cases from moisture, these being placed at 
the bottom of each pile to raise the other boxes far 
enough above the ground to prevent them from absorb- 
ing the moisture. The jobber and retailer are not always 
so fortunate as to have thoroughly dry storage ware- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


491 


houses to protect their goods, and have no jars in 
wooden boxes to place next to the ground to prptect 
their paper boxes. 

There are generally two sides to every question, and 
the article referred to very ably presents the case of the 
substitute box manufacturers, even in the face of the 
fact that some of the ablest railroad men in the country 
have taken the position and presented evidence to the 
effect that their experience has failed to show that the 
straw or fiber board boxes are a fit container for any 
commodity shipped in package cars with a promiscuous 
lot of freight, and it would seem to me to be only fair 
to the wooden box manufacturers to tell the shipping 
public all the facts with regard to the fruit-jar trade, so 
far as it relates to the utility of wooden and straw board 
containers. W. B. Morgan, 

Secretary the Anderson-Tully Co. 

Memphis, Tenn. 


STILL WRANGLING ON TAP LINES 


Another jagged point in the interminable tap line 
matter was presented to the Commission on February 13, 
when D. K. Jeffris & Co., of Chicago filed a complaint 
against the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern and con- 
necting carriers in which the complainant asks the Com- 
mission to reduce the through rates on all kinds of lum- 
ber from shipping points in Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas and 
St. Louis to middle states points, east and north of the 
Missouri and north of the Ohio by an average amount of 
the divisions of the through rates which the Commission, 
in the tap iine decisions, has held may not be any longer 
paid to the tap lines. 

The complainant contends that, inasmuch as the trunk 
lines are no longer required to pay the divisions, it fol- 
lows that the effect of the tap line decision has been to 
give them returns greater than they voluntarily accepted 
under the old arrangement and they can now afford to es- 
tablish through rates four cents lower than those now 
in effect. 

The divisions, the complainant says, ran from three- 
fourths of a cent to seven cents, so that he believes the 
trunk lines can afford a four-cent reduction without any 
loss of revenue compared with what they receiyed while 
they were dividing the rate with the tap lines. Under the 
adjustment the complainant asks for, the rate on yellow 
pine and cypress would be 16 cents to Cairo and Thebes 
and 14 cents on other kinds of lumber; 19 cents to St. 
Louis and East St. Louis and 17 on other kinds; 14 to 
Memphis and 12 on other kinds, with corresponding re- 
ductions to points beyond. 

Broadly speaking, the complainant asks that the benefit 
of the tap line decision, now enjoyed by the trunk lines, 
be transferred to the shippers of lumber through a re- 
duction of rates averaging 4 cents per 100 pounds. 

The hearing in the Butler County Railroad tap line 
ease, the one brought by W. A. Glasgow, due to be heard 
on February 13, has been indefinitely postponed on account 
of Judge Knapp’s presence in New York in connection 
with the threatened strike of the firemen on eastern roads. 
The judge deems his duty as a mediator in that matter to 
be more important than a hearing on the jurisdictional 
question in the tap line controversy, hence the postpone- 
ment. His absence breaks the quorum of the court. Since 
the removal of Judge Archbald the presence of all the 
judges is required on hearings of the Butler County Rail- 
road kind. 
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Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 
General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau, 


In this department we shall answer simple questions relating 
to the law of interstate transportation of freight. Readers 
desiring special service by requiring immediate answer may 
secure privately written answers to their inquiries by the pay- 
ment of a small fee, given on application. 

Address Legai Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 


Colorado Bullding, Washington, D. C. 
Actual Scale Weights Conclusive, and Not Weights Marked 
on the Bill of Lading. 

Missouri.—‘Will you kindly advise us, through THE 
TRAFFIC WoRLD, whether or not carrier should assess 
freight charges upon the weight of shipment supposed 
te have been loaded at. point of origin or on the weight 
of shipment as received by consignee when shipments are 
purchased f. o. b. point of origin? The commodity in 
question is hay, moving from points in Idaho and Colo- 
rado to Mississippi River points. The scalings as made 
at point of origin are usually on wagon scales and bills 
of lading are signed for these scalings. On arrival at 
destination the contents of these cars are weighed on 
well-balanced..platform scales by competent weighmasters 
and usually run from five hundred to two thousand pounds 
short. Carriers are contending that freight charges should 
be assessed 6n the bill of lading weight, while it is our 
contention that they are not entitled to revenue on a 
larger amount than freight delivered to the consignee.” 

Refer to answer entitled “Right of Shippers to Rely 
Upon Bill of Lading Weight at Point of Origin,” appear- 
ing on page 451 of the Feb. 15, 1913, issue of this paper, 
for a substantial answer to your question. In the case of 
Baird vs. St. L. I. M. & So. R. R. Co., 4 I. C. C., 422, the 
Commission held that it is the weight disclosed by the 
scales, and not the weight marked on the bill of lading, 
that controls. 

; * * * 
Released Rates on Shipments Moving by Rail and Water. 

INinoisi—“A shipment originates at an interior point, 
moves to the seaboard on a local carload rate (where 
the value of the shipment is not a factor in determining 
the rate to apply). It moves from seaboard on a coast- 
wise steamer to another port on a local rate (where the 
value of the shipment is a factor in determining rate 
to apply). For example, we might say shipment moved 
from a point in Vermont to New York and from New 
York to Galveston. Is it illegal to release a shipment to 
a lower valuation than actually exists under the above 
conditions? Under what law do coastwise steamers come 
Landling such traffic?” 

In the present state of the law it would not seem 
to be illegal to release the shipment in question to a 
lower valuation than the actual value as shown by invoice. 
In so far as the shipment moves by rail from interior 
point to seaboard, there would be no violation of section 
10 of the act, because there was no misstatement of the 
value of the property for the purpose of obtaining or 
attempting to obtain “transportation at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line 
of transportation.” While in so far as the shipment 
moves by water from one point to another, not under 
a common arrangement with a rail carrier, it is wholly 
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questionable whether section 11 of the act providing for 
the opening and operation of the Panama Canal and the 
transportation of property through the same or other- 
wise, gives to the Commission specific authority over the 
matter of false billing. etc., etc.; at least, it is quite 
certain that the Commission has not yet assumed juris- 
diction by adopting any rules in relation to such ship- 
ments, as it is quite plain that Rule 295, Conference 
Ruling Bulletin 5, holding in effect that shippers are not 
entitled, under rates graduated according to the value of 
the merchandise, to understate the actual value of a 
shipment for the purpose of obtaining the rates applicable 
upon articles of less value, has reference to shipments 
transported by interstate commerce carriers who were 
only such at the time said rule was adopted in November, 
1910. 
* a * 
Measure of Damages in Conversion Through Carrier’s 
Failure to Divert. 

New York.—“One of the railroads over which we are 
shipping, disclaims liability for failure to carry out our 
diversion orders. The cars in question are rollers, and 
our claims are based on the difference between the price 
received at destination to which originally billed as com- 
pared with price at which it had been sold at new des- 
tination. Has this matter ever been brought to suit, and, 
if so, with what result? 

Assuming that the carrier’s tariff properly provided 
for a diversion of the shipment while in transit, or that 
the actual owner of the shipment directed the carrier 
to divert the shipment to some other available point, the 
law seems to be that any refusal or failure of the carrier 
to change the destination of the shipment at the request 
of the owner thereof, will amount to a conversion. Lester 
vs. R. R. Co., 92 Hun., 342, 36 N. Y. Supp. 907. A de- 
livery at the wrong place is also deemed a conversion. 
Ry. Co. vs. Potts & Co., 33 Ind. App., 564. In cases of 
conversion, a carrier will be deemed to have thereby 
abandoned the contract of shipment, and he cannot there: 
after insist upon a stipulation that his liability shall be 
limited to a certain sum at which the goods are valued: 
that is, he cannot insist on stipulations, contained in the 
Uniform Bill of Lading, providing that the amount of 
any loss or damage shall be computed at the value of 
the goods at the time and place of shipment. Merchants, 
etc., Co. vs. Moore & Co., S. E. Rep., 802. Neither is he 
entitled to freight charges. Frasier vs. R. R. Co., 104 
Mo. App., 355. The measure of damages for the con- 
version of the goods will ordinarily be the same as for 
their loss or destruction, viz., their value at the place 
of destination to which they were ultimately directed, 
with interest. R. R. Co. vs. O’Donnell, 49 Ohio St., 489; 
Downy vs. Outerbridge, 79 Fed., 931. 

a * * 
Contracts Limiting Recovery to Agreed Value of Goods. 

Wisconsin.—“I have noted on page 257 of Tur TRAF- 
ric WoRLD, bearing date of January 25, reply to ‘Wis- 
consin’ regarding the invoice price determining the value 
of shipment under Uniform Bill of Lading. It occurs to 
me this reply does not go far enough. I should like to 
ask your opinion of railroad company’s responsibility for 
property lost or destroyed which would have to be re- 
placed to our customer and which, on account of an 
advance in the cost of raw material, would make the 
cost to us considerably more than the invoice price of 
the particular shipment lost. In other words, would we 
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have to bear the loss in a case of this kind or could we 
collect the difference from the railroad?” 


Carriers are now allowed. to contract with shippers 
so as to qualify and diminish the liability imposed upon 
them by common law. Goods are, in fact, now but rarely 
accepted by carriers without an agreement for such limi- 
tation. It is the universal practice for carriers to include 
in their bills of lading the terms as to liability upon 
which they accept the goods, which, when accepted by 
the shipper, are the conditions upon which the carrying 
is to be done, and are binding upon both parties. The 
present Uniform Bill of Lading, containing section 3, 
which, in paragraph 2 thereof, limits the amount of loss 
or damage to the value of the property (being the bona 
fide invoice price) at the place and time of shipment, has 
received the approval of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and the judicial sanction of the United States 
Supreme Court. A most recent review, in part, by said 
court was in the case of Adams Express Co. vs. E. H. 
Croninger, appearing on page 163 of the Jan. 18, 1913, 
issue of this paper. The rule is, therefore, well settled 
that the carrier, in order that he may exercise a degree 
of care and attention commensurate with the risk as- 
sumed, is entitled to be informed of the value of the 
goods intrusted to him for transportation. ~For the pur- 
pose of securing such information, the carrier may, by 
a contract fairly and honestly entered into with the owner 
of the goods, stipulate either that the goods are of a 
certain value, or that their value does not exceed a cer- 
tain sum, and that in the event of loss, his liability shall 
not exceed that sum at which the goods are valued. It 
therefore follows that if you stpulate with the carrier 
that the amount of loss or damage for which it shall be 
liable is the value of the shipment at the place and time 
of shipment, as shown by the invoice, that then you 
cannot recover additional damages merely because the 
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goods that you substituted in place of the original ship- 
ment cost you more than the latter by reason of an 


advance in market price. 
ok ok * 


Carriers Holding as Warehousemen Subject to Less 
Stringent Rules. 

Georgia—“We made a carload shipment on the 
Uniform Bill of Lading to a point in Alabama, same be- 
ing consigned to our order, notify party at destination. 
Consignee was promptly notified upon arrival of the goods, 
but failed to take up and surrender to the carrier the 
original order notify bill of lading. The car remained 
on carrier’s terminals at destination ten days, and was 
then destroyed by fire, and the carrier has advised us 
there is no liability with them. Can you imagine on 
what this statement is based? Of course their liability 
had changed from that of common carrier to that of ware- 
houseman, but we are unable to see what ultimate dif- 
ference there is by reason of such change.” 

When the carrier tenders the goods to the consignee 
who refuses to accept them, its duty as common carrier 
ceases and its subsequent and less burdensome liability 
is that of a warehouseman. As such it may show that 
the loss which has occurred was not attributable to its 
fault or negligence, and thereby exonerate itself from 
liability. Manhattan Rubber Shoe Co. vs. R. R. Co., 41 
N. Y. Sup., 83. It has been held that if goods are de- 
stroyed by an accidental fire, by an explosion of danger- 
ous goods, by leakage from a defective cask or have been 
lost by theft or robbery, without the fault or negligence 
of the carrier, it would be excused, although it would 
have been unquestionably liable as a common carrier. 
R. R. Co. vs. Carter, 165 Ill., 570; Stapleton vs. R. R. Co., 
133 Mich., 187; Addler vs. Weir, 96 N. Y. Sup., 736; R. R. 
Co. vs. Ft. Wayne Electric Co., 108 Ky., 113; Express 
Co. vs. Hertzberg, 17 Tex. Civ App., 100. 





Docket of The Commission 


Note.—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk 
(*) are new and have not been carried in the publication 
during the preceding week. 





Feb. 21—Hearing at Dubuque, Ia., before Special Ex- 
Case No, 5416—Curry & Whyte Co, et al. vs. Du- 
luth & Irom Range Railroad Co. et al. 
aminer Flynn: 
Case No. 5315—Morris Johnson Brown Mfg. Co. vs. 
Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. et al. 
Feb. 21—Hearing at Kansas City, 
Examiner Marshall. 


l. & S. No 206—Advances in class rates from cer 
tain stations located on the St. L. I. M. & Sou. in 
Missouri to points in Iowa, Kansas and Nebraska. 


Feb. 21—Hearing at Duluth, Minn., before Special Ex- 
aminer Gerry. 
Feb. 22—Hearing at Washington, D. C., before Special 
Examiner Boyle: 
Case No. 4974—Victor Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 
Sou. Ry. Co. 
Feb. 24—Hearing at Madison, Wis., before Special Ex- 
aminer Flynn. 
Case No. 4972—Martin & Son et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
Ry Co. 
Feb. 24—Hearing at Pittsburgh, Pa., before Commissioner 
Prouty. 
Case No. 4851—Waverly Oil Works vs. P. R. R. Co. 
et al, 
Feb. 24—Hearing at Atlanta, Ga., before Commissioner 
Clements: 


Mo., before Special 


Case No. 5083—Chamber of Commerce of Augusta, 
Ga., vs. B. R. & P. Co. et al. 

Case No. 5026—Mayor and City Council of Vienna, 
Ga., vs. Ga. Sou. & Fla. Ry. Co. et al. 

Feb. 24—Hearing at Minneapolis, Minn., before Special 
Examiner Gerry. 

I. & S. No. 187—Advances on grain and grain 
products and seeds between Aberdeen S. D. and other 
points and Duluth, Minn., and points via C. St. P. 
M. & O. Ry. 

Case No. 4916—National Petroleum Assn. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

Feb. 24—Hearing at St. Louis, Mo., before Special Exam- 
iner Marshall. 

I. & S. No. 213—Lumber rates from Mississippi to 
Eastern points. 

Feb. 25—Hearing at Minneapolis, Minn., before Special 
Examiner Gerry. 

Case No. 5400—George W. & T. H. Martin vs. 
Great Northern Railway Co. 

Case No. 5405—S. D. Seavey, Trustee for Dumas 
Backus Lumber Co. vs. Great Northern Railway. 

Case No, 5407—Northwestern Marble & Tile Co. 
vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

Feb. 25—Hearing at Milwaukee, Wis., 
Examiner Flynn: 

Case No, 4880—Thomas Produce Co. vs. C. M. & St. 
P. Railway Co. et al. 

Case No. 4900—Lindsay Bros. vs. Cinti. Bluffton & 
C. et al. 

Case No. 5006—Milwaukee Western Fuel Co. vs. C. 
& N. W. Ry. Co. 


before Special 
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Case No. 5073—Lindsay Bros. vs. G. R. & I. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

Case No. 5297—Pfister & Vogel Leather Co. vs. B. 
& M. R. R. Co. et al. 

Feb. 25—Hearing at Atlanta, Ga., before Commissioner 
Clements: 

Case No. 5080—La Grange Chamber of Commerce vs. 
A. & W. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

Feb. 26—Hearing at Atlanta, Ga., before Commissioner 
Clements: 

Case No. 5126—Freight Bureau of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Macon, Ga., vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

Case No. 4961—Atlanta Journal Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

Feb. 27—Hearing at New Orleans, La., before Special 
Examiner Marshall. 

Case No. 5191—Anderson Tully Co. et al. vs. M. 

La. & Tex. Railroad Co. et al. 


Feb. 27—Hearing at Chicago, Ill, before Special Exam.- 
iner Flynn. 
Case No. 5273—R. W. Pridham Co. vs. Southern 
Pacific Co. et al. 


Feb. 27—Hearing at Chicago, Ill., before Commissioner 
Prouty: 

I. & S. No. 218—Advances on brick from St. Paul, 
Minn., etc., to Wisconsin and Illinois. 

Case No. 5331—Central Coal & Coke Co. vs. Mo. & 
La. R. R. Co. et al. i 

Feb. 28—Hearing at St. Louis, Mo., before Commissioner 
Prouty: 

Case No. 4452—National Lumber Exporters’ Assn. vs. 
L. I. M. & Sou. et al. 

March 3—Hearing at Louisville, Ky., before Special 
Examiner Marshall. 

Case No. 5345—Taylor Coal Co. of Ky. et al. vs. 
Ill. Cent. Railroad Co. 

March 3—Hearing at Port Arthur, Tex., before Special 
Examiner Marshall: 

Case No. 5242—Port Arthur Board of Trade vs. Abi- 
lene & Sou. Ry. et al. 

March 6—Hearing at Houston, Tex., before Special Ex- 
aminer Marshall: 

*Case No. 5249—Aransas Pass Channel & Dock Co. 
vs. G. H. & Sa. Ry. Co. et al. 

March 6—Hearing at Savannah, Ga., before Special Ex- 
iner Esch: 

Case No. 5397—Truckers’ Transfer Co. vs. Charleston 
& W. C. Ry. Co. 

March 6—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 

Case No. 5207—Topeka Traffic Association vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg Railway Co. et al. 

Case No. 5217—Louisville Board of Trade et al. vs. 
Indianapolis, Columbus & Southern Traction Co. et al. 

Case No. 5113—Colonial Salt Co. et al. vs. C. B, & 
Q. R. R. Co. et al. 

Case No. 5208—Colonial Salt Co, et al. vs, Illinois 
Central Railroad Co. et al. 

March 7—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 

I. & S. No. 152—Advances on pig iron in carioads, 
from Buena Vista, Va., and other points to Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and other destinations, 

Case No. 4993—Omaha Elevator Co, et al. vs. 
Wabash Railroad Co. et al. 

Case No. 4861—S. C. Bartlett Co. vs, C. P. & St. L. 
Ry. Co. of Ill. et al. 

Case No. 5030—Sparks Milling Co. vs. C. P. & St 
L. Ry. Co. of Ill. et al. 

Case No. 4650—Pittsburg Steel Co. vs. L. S. & 
M. 8S. Ry. Co. et al. 

March 7—Hearing at Macon, Ga., before Special Examiner 
Esch: 

Case No. 5227—Freight Bureau of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Macon, Ga., vs. C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co. 
et al. 


March 8—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 
Case No. 2799—Santa Rosa Traffic Association vs. 
Southern Pacific Co. et al. 
Case No. 5231—Kellogg Food Co. vs. Grand Trunk 
Railway Co. of Canada et al. 
Case No. 4322—Harriman Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Southern Railway Co. et al. 
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Case No. 5069—Zwick & Greenwald Wheel Co, vs. 
C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

Case No. 5098—Weaks Iron Works & Supply Co. 
vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. et al. 


March 10—Hearing at Washington, D. C., before Special 
Examiner Gerry. 


Case No. 4606—Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. et 
al. vs. P. & L. EB. R. R. Co. 
Case No. 4608—Youngstown Sheet and Tube Co. 
et al. vs. L. S. & M. S. Ry. et al. 
March 10—Hearing at Shreveport, La., before Special Ex- 
aminer Esch: 
Case No. 5269—Texarkana Freight Bureau et al. vs. 
St. L. I. M. & So. Ry. Co. et al. 
March 10—Hearing at St. Louis, Mo., before Special 
Examiner Elder. 


I. & S. No. 184—Advances on hardwood and other 
kinds of lumber and articles manufactured there- 
from, from points in Ark., La., and other points to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., St. Louis and other points of destination. 


March 10—Hearing at Washington, D,. C. 
Case No. 5292—Eastern Wheel Manufacturers Ass’p 
et al, vs. Ala. & Vicks. Ry. Co. et al. 
March 12—Arguments at Washington, D. C., 


Case No. 4565—Lake Carriers Oil Co. vs. P. & 
BE. R. R. Co. et al. 


L. 
Case No. 4870—Wadhams Oil Co. vs. P. & L. E. 
R. R. Co. et al. 

L. 


Case No. 4718—Cherokee Lumber Co. vs. A. C. 
R., R. Co. et al. 


Case No. 4783—American Tobacco Co. vs. P. R. 
R. Co. et al. 


Case No. 4786—Pittsburg Oil Refining Co. vs. P. 
& L. BE. R. R. Co. et al, 


March 13—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 
Case No. 4955—Milwaukee Malsters Traffic Asso- 


ciation vs. Grand Trunk Wn. Ry. Co. et al. 

Case No. 4814—Chattanooga Brewing Co. vs, N. C. & 
St. L. Ry. Co, et al. 

Case No. 4980—Pacific Creamery Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

Case No. 5261—Arizona Corporation Commission vs. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 

Case No. 5117—King, Collie & Co. et al. vs, Abilene 
& Southern Railway Co. et al. 

March 14—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 

I. & S. No. 153—Advances on lumber, carload, from 
producing points in Tennessee, Mississippi, and other 
states to destinations north of the Ohio River and to 
Canadian destinations. 

Case No. 5015—Wayne R. Brown vs. B. & M. R. R. 
Co, et al. 

Case No. 5198—Standard Mirror Co. et al vs. 
P. R. R. Co. et al. 


March 14—Hearing at Louisville, Ky., before Special Ex- 
aminer Esch: 
Case No. 5375—Norman Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. & 
N. R. R. Co. et al. 


March 17—Hearing at Washington, D. C.: 
Case No. 5292—Eastern Wheel Manufacturers’ Assn. 
et al. vs. Ala. & Vicks. Ry. Co. et al. 
March 17—Hearing at Washington, D. C., before Special 
Examiner Gerry. 


I. & S. No. 185—Advances on coal and other com- 
modities between Zeigler, Ill., and points in Missouri, 
Iowa, and other states by cancellation of Joint rates in 
connection with the Chicago, Zeigler & Gulf R. R. 


March 17, 18 and 19—Arguments at Washington, D. C. 
Applications for relief from provisions of the Fourth 
Section filed by carriers in southwestern territory 
with respect to class and commodity rates from New 
York City, Ohio River Crossings and New Orleans, La., 
to South Atlantic and Gulf port points on navigable 
rivers and Atlanta, Ga., Birmingham, Ala., Cordele, 
Ga., and Rome, Ga. 
March 19—Hearing at Pittsburgh, Pa.: 
Case No. 4649—Pittsburgh Steel Co. vs. P. & L. BH. 
R. R. Co. et al. 
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COMPLAINTS 


Digest of New Petitions Filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission 


No, 5509 The Climax Cleaner & Cleveland Paste Co., of 
Cleveland, Ohio, against the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co., et al. 

Against the classification. of certain cleaning com- 
pounds under the Third Class rate, assigned for such 
under Official Classification, and which is deemed to 
be unjust and unreasonable. Ask for the establishment 
of maxima rate and reparation. 


No. 5510 D. K. Jeffris & Co., against the St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern et al. 

Charges that rates on lumber from points in Louisiana, 
Arkansas and Missouri to Cairo and Thebes, to St. Louis, 
and East St. Louis, and to Memphis, Tenn., by reason 
of the cancellation out of the tap line allowances, leaving 
in rates which are claimed to be excessive in varying 
amounts, They ask for the establishment of maxima 
rates for future shipments of hardwood, yellow pine, 
cypress and gum lumber, and that they be accorded 
reparation on 200 shipments moving between Feb, 3, 
1911 and Jan. 10, 1912. 

No. 5512. Alexander E. Erickson Co. of Chicago, IIL, 
against Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al. 

Against the inland proportion of a rate of $1.31 on busi- 
ness destined for Australia as being exhorbitant when 
compared on a 90 cent proportional on goods contained 
in the same car and destined for either the Philippines 
or the Orient. Ask for reparation and the establishment 
of rates on a just and nondiscriminatory basis. 

No. 5513. The Bessemer Refining Company, of Titusville, 
Penna. 

Against Pennsylvania Company and the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company. Against a 9% cent rate on crude 
petroleum to Titusville, from Columbiana, Ohio. Ask 
for a rate not to exceed 7% cents and reparation. 

No. 5514. Standard Oil Company of Indiana, against 
Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates on shipments of refined 
oil from Parkersburg, W. Va., to Ann Arbor, Mt. Pleas- 
ant and Ithaca, Mich. Maxima rates asked for and rep- 
aration. 

No. 5515 Board of Railroad Commissioners of the state 
of Montana against the Northern Pacific and the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy. : 

Unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory rates on ship- 
ments of flax seed, grain and articles taking the same 
rates from all Montana stations on the C. B. & Q., to 
points on the Northern Pacific, including St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis, Omaha, Nebraska City, Sioux City, and Kansas 
City, owing to the absence of through rates commodity. 
Ask for the establishment of maxima rates and rep 
aration. 

No. 5516 The Butcher Folding Crate Company, of Vassar, 
Mich., against Michigan Central Railroad Co., et al. 

Excessive rates on crate material, K. D., from Vas- 
sar, Mich., to Mineola, Tex. Reasonable maxima rates 
asked for and reparation. 

No. 5517 J. C. Kirkpatrick, Administrator, against the 
Southern Kansas Railway Co. 

Excessive *rates on shipment of cedar posts from 
Brampton, Mich., to Canadian, Texas. Maxima rates 
asked for and reparation. 

No. 5519. The Chamberlain Cartridge & Target Co. of 
Cleveland, O., against the Lake Shore & Michigan 
Southern et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates and charges for the 
transportation of pitch and clay targets from Cleve- 
land, O., and Findlay, as assessed on I. C. L. ship 
ments in Official Classification Territory, where they 
are carried under a rating of second class. Claimed 
that the rating should not be in excess of third class 
when in L. C. L. shipment of fifth class on C. LL. 
shipments. 
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No. 5520. The J. K. Gill Co., of Portland, Ore., against 
the Re ate mea ca Railroad & Navigation Co. 
et al. 

Against a rate of $6 per 100 pounds on shipments 
of mimeographs and neostyles from Chicago, IIl., to 
Portland, as being unjust, unreasonable and excessive. 
Reasonable rates asked for and reparation. 


No. 5521. Tiedeman Elevator Co., of Sioux City, Iowa, 
against the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co. et al. 

Against a class rate of 21 cents per 100 pounds on 
carload shipments of corn between Hospers, Iowa, and 
Kansas City, Mo., as being unjust, unreasonable, ex- 
cessive and unjustly discriminatory, at least in so 
far as they exceed the combination rates through 
Council Bluffs. Cease and desist order asked for and 
reparation. 

No. 5522. Robert McKenzie, of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
against the Central Vermont Railroad et al. 

Excessive and unreasonable charges on shipments 
of granite from Barre, Vt., via Boston, Mass, Maxima 
rates asked for and reparation. 


No. 5523. J. A. Adams & Sons Co., Limited et al., of 
Louisiana points, against the Vicksburg, Shreveport 
& Pacific. 

Unjust, unreasonable and prohibitory rates on ship 
ments of logs, staves, timbers, stave bilts and rough 
blocks, carloads, on shipments to Ruston, Monroe, 
Gibbsland and Sibley to be remanufactured and re- 
shipped to interstate destinations. 

No. 5524. New York Hay Exchange Association, against 
the Lehigh Valley Railroad. 

Against an embargo prohibiting the shipment of hay 
to Pier No. 66, North River, New York, as being 
arbitrary, unjust, umreasonable and discriminatory. 
Requests removal of the restriction both as to Pier 
66, and Brooklyn Terminal. 


ARGUE SIOUX CITY GRAIN RATES 





G. T. Bell, on February 13, made the opening argu- 
ment in the case of the Sioux City Terminal Elevator Co., 
against the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Ry. Co., in 
which it is alleged that Sioux City is discriminated against 
in favor of Omaha and other Missouri River points to 
Chicago. He called attention to the fact that, as far back 
as 1899, the commission held that the rates on grain 
should be the same as from Omaha and Kansas City. He 
very pertinently asked, why, if the Illinois Central can put 
on the the same rates from Sioux City to New Orleans, 
(and it does), it cannot be done with reference to the rates 
to St. Louis and Chicago. 

Commissioner Clements called attention to the fact 
that the rates from the Southeast to South Dakota have 
been adjudged too high, and, in ail probability, would have 
been adequately reduced before now, were it not for the 
continuance of this present case. 


J. J. Murphy, a member of the South Dakota com- 
mission, opposed the view that has gone abroad that this 
state is not materially interested in this argument. It is 
materially an agricultural state, and any rates that would 
adversely affect the interests of the people of that state, 
is of great interest. It is surrounded by large terminal 
markets; a close home market is essential, and Sioux City 
is considered by South Dakota as its best and most natural 
market, but it is only at times, and under particular cir- 
cumstances when it is available as a grain market, as the 
rates maintained do not allow it to become the natural 
distributing point it should be. There are various reasons 
why South Dakota wants the Sioux City market. First, be- 
cause it is easy to get a drier on short notice, which is an 
element greatly to be desired in certain seasons; quick 
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returns can be received, and in times of car shortage, it 
is desirable that there should be quick release of equip- 
ment. They would like to see Sioux City get a square 
deal, which would give the farmers of South Dakota a 
square deal as compared with those located in Kansas, 
Nebraska and elsewhere. As it is they feel their pecple 
are being discriminated against. 

C. C. Wright, counsel for the Chicago & Northwestern, 
outlined what is asked for—for instance, to Chicago the 
same as from Omaha. Second, that the local rates be ad- 
justed into Sioux City, but these, Mr. Wright claims, are 
comparatively a negligible quantity, and third, that the 
same elevation allowances be accorded as is accorded at 
Omaha. He urges that no new issues have been presented 
and that there is nothing to warrant the commission in 
altering its opinion handed down when this matter was 
up before. As to the grain rate, it is mainly the coarse 
grain rate that is involved, and as to which there has 
been no material movement from Nebraska, because the 
bulk of that movement is naturally to the west, with some 
movement to the south, but none of it would naturally 
haul through Sioux Ciay. 

The real attempt in this case is to secure a joint 
through rate with each line, he said. For instance, from 
Yankton, S. D. to Chicago, and this would mean that the 
originating line lose the long haul, and this is what they 
object to. Judge Prouty said they could establish joint 
through rates over every line except to points which the 
originating carrier reaches. Mr. Wright admitted that if 
the rates are unjustly discriminatory against Sioux City. 
the Commission has the power to order the carrier to re- 
move the same. These proportional rates were established 
at Kansas City first. It was the result of the sharp com- 
petition by illegal means which had been on prior to that 
time: The other lines had to meet those rates, which were 
instituted by the Great Western. 

There is very little coarse grain territory naturally 
tributary to Sioux City, on the other hand he terms Omaha 
a “natural funnei,” and to divert that traffic to Sioux City 
is to tap a reservoir, in comparison with which Sioux City 
is.merely a wash-tub. 

Mr. Wright attacked the statement that Sioux City has 
always been a breaking point, and says it is not used 
for basing purposes. For the territory from which they 
are interested in, it is not a rate-breaking point. There 
is no such competition at Sioux City as at Omaha to justify 
the institution of the same rates, nor is there the same 
extent of traffic to warrant it. 

Judge Prouty asked if the magnitude of the business 
isn’t the controlling factor as between the two points. Mr. 
Wright said that was not the only factor. 

Chairman Lane, in a few brief sentences outlined the 
conditions existing at Omaha which Mr. Stickney was de- 
termined to overcome by putting in a flat rate which was 
equal to what he would get under the old system. He 
said it always seemed deplorable that conditions should 
exist, as they have at Omaha and Kansas City, which can 
disturb and upset every other market. 

Replying to Commissioner Harlan, Mr. Wright said 
there is not, and never has been a grain market at Sioux 
City. They hope to have a market, but they have now no 
quoted market. To have a grain market you must have 
not only a sufficient quantity, but it must be of sufficient 
variety. Enough capital could never be brought in to 
build up a trade or a market on such a supply. 

Replying to Chairman Lane, Mr. Wright said there is 


Vol. XI, No. 8 


no difference between proportional rates and universal 
transit. Commissioner Lane says it is a transit which 
they have no right to order on, because the commission 
must preserve the integrity of the through rate, and unless 
it is given everywhere “don’t you discriminate against 
every other point to which it is not given?” Mr. Wright 
thinks that the circumstances might be such that they 
called for it at one place and do not at some other. 


Mr. Wright says the railroads are not required to make 
grain markets; they are required to take care of them. He 
also urged that it would break down the rates all the way 
to Milwaukee as well as to Chicago and would, as a matter 
of course, bring about a general confusion in the entire 
rate situation. 

Chairman Lane said he was very much impressed with 
Mr. Bell’s statement that they were unable to quote prices 
under the present conditions. Mr. Wright thinks they ex- 
perience no difficulty in the building up of their market on 
that account. He said that as to the “in rates” they are 
willing to put in what shall be considered reasonable. As 
to elevation allowance, they would never make them any- 
where if they could avoid it, and if ordered, to put them 
in at Sioux City, it is difficult to see how they can refuse 
to do it at other points. At the same time he called at- 
tention to the fact that the Great Northern and the Omaha 
roads do not give allowances at any point. To order it in 
merely means “the milking of the roads up in that 
territory.” 


ARIZONA DISTANCE RATES. 

The Arizona Corporation Commission, by order en- 
tered February 4, prescribes distance rates on potatoes 
and onions, in carload lots, straight or mixed, running 
from 3 cents for 10 miles and under up to 45 cents for 
650 miles and over, with minimum 30,000 pounds Sep- 
tember 1 to May 1 and 24,000 pounds June 1 to August 31 
on intrastate shipments moving over one line or over 
two or more lines which are directly or indirectly under 
the same management, ownership or control. For joint 
rates under the same conditions the following additions 
shall be made: Over two lines, 2 cents per 100 pounds; 
over three lines, 4 cents; over four lines, 6 cents. Rates 
are in effect from and after March 1. 


RAIL AND WATER RATES 





The opening argument in the matter of the complaint 
of the Augusta & Savannah Steamship Co. against the 
Ocean Steamship Co. of Savannah was made by H. Starr 
Kealhofer before the Commission on February 13. 

This case involves the rates from interior eastern 
points and Augusta via the river line between Savannah 
and Augusta in connection with the Ocean Steamship Co. 
and M. & M. T. Co. betwen Savannah and ®astern ports of 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, etc., and asks 
for the establishment of the same rates in effect in 1899. 
One of the reasons for the withdrawal was that the earn- 
ings of the Ocean Steamship Co. were lower than the rates 
via rail.. This, however, complainant said was made on an 
incorrect showing, and was not the real cause of the with- 
drawal. This involves all class rates from eastern ports 
to Augusta, and rates on cotton piece goods and sweepings 
from Augusta to eastern ports. 


The question of the jurisdiction under the Panama Act 
enters into this case, and the construction placed upon 





F 


th 
th 
si 


ur 
Se 
m 

O« 
or 


di 
H. 


its 
ri; 


tw 
at 
in 
ra 
th 


sa 
ca 
Wi 
of 


fo 
sh 


at 
ra 
th 
it 


de 
al 
re 








February 22, 1913 


the wording of the act by defendants; Mr. Kealhofer feels 
that it in no way restricts the authority of the Commis- 
sion. 

_ There are practically three systems of rates maintaining 
under the “all rail” rates, those to Mobile, Brunswick and 
Savannah, via the Mallory lines. He claims that the Com- 
mission has no jurisdiction over either the Mallory or the 
Ocean steamship companies which would warrant them in 
ordering these through: rates. 

Judge Prouty called attention to the fact that there is 
such a rate in from North Adams, Mass., and asked if that 
did not prove that the Commission had authority. Mr. 
Hall did not think this warrants the Commission in taking 
jurisdiction except in so far as the steamship submits 
itself thereto. The Commission, he believes, has only the 
right to fix maximum rates and cannot do what is asked 
in this case, namely, establish a fixed differential between 
two services to the same points, and that it has never 
attempted to do so. It shows nothing about the difference 
in the cost of service as between rail and water and the 
rail-water-and-rail rates; to which Judge Prouty remarked 
that it does show what rates were in effect at one time. 

Waiving aside all these questions, however, Mr. Hall 
said there were other reasons for the dismissal of the 
case, among others the fact that the rate in effect in 1899 
was a forced rate and could not be taken as any measure 
of the reasonableness of such rates, 

He offered three reasons why the through rates asked 
for should not be restored: First, one differential route 
should not have a lower rate than another differential 
route between the same points; second, to establish through 
joint rates differentially lower than the rail-and-water 
rates would result in a reduction of the latter rates from 
and to Augusta, which are already abnormally low; and, 
third, to establish the through joint rates as prayed for 
would seriously affect the revenues of the defendant steam- 
ship companies. 

He announced that the steamships have offered to 
absorb drayage and other charges and establish the same 
rates via the steamship company from Augusta, but this 
the steamship company is not willing to accept, because 
it would have to meet sharp competition. There are 14 
workable routes out of Augusta. The rate situation is very 
delicate, and there is good and regular service. It must 
appear in the record to show the present rates are un- 
reasonable, and there is nothing in this case to show that. 


TRANSIT ORDER REVOKED 





An absolutely new beginning is to be made in the 
matter of transit. privileges. The Commission on Monday 
revoked its order of Aug. 15, 1912, and remitted the 
whole question of what manner of tariff shall be put 
into effect to the carriers themselves. If, after the car- 
riers have made their tariffs, any question of unreason- 
able rates or undue discrimination arises the Commis- 
sion will, of course, consider each complaint in the same 
way that it would any other. The primary duty, how- 
ever, of observing the principles laid down in the re- 
voked order, and particularly Rule 76-A, according to the 
view expressed in the opinion written by Commissioner 
McChord, rests upon the carriers, and it is up to them, 
under the situation now prevailing, to make sure that 
they do not violate the law as indicated in the revoked 
order. They must see to it that the integrity of the 
rate is preserved. The carriers claim that they can pre- 
pare tariffs providing for substitution in transit which 
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will not be violative of the general principles laid down 
in the prior order, and the position of the Commission 
now is that, in popular phrase, it is “up to them” to 
frame such tariffs and file them with the Commission. 

The gist of the whole matter appears to be con- 
tained in the following words of Commissioner McChord: 
“Upon careful consideration of the whole matter, it is our 
conclusion that we should accede to the request that 
Rule 76 be canceled, but, on the whole, we do not think 
it would be wise, even if within our province, to publish 
as a ruling of the Commission such a requirement as has 
been proposed. It is our best judgment that the policy 
of making orders, drawing rules or expressing views as 
to what would or would not, under certain conditions, 
be considered a violation of laws to the transit privi- 
leges, be now departed from by us, as the carriers are 
charged with the duty of initiating their rates, regula- 
tions and practices under their own responsibilities and 
liabilities imposed upon them by the act, subject to the 
appropriate action on the part of the Commission or the 
courts in the event that the rates, regulations or prac- 
tices are found to be in violation of the law. 

“If tariffs can be filed, as proposed, providing for 
the lawful exercise of transit practices upon grain or 
other commodities, and published rates maintained, the 
carriers are, of course, at liberty to proceed accordingly. 
If difficulties arise over the rates and practices upon 
questions of unjust discrimination, unreasonableness or 
undue preferences, or if there is involved a question of 
through routes and joint rates, these are matters which 
are peculiarly within our province, and can be disposed 
of by following the procedure set out in the law.” 

The report itself says that this will close the go- 
called Transit Case .No. 3002. The Commission thinks 
there is no reason for delay on the part of the carriers 
in filing tariffs which will lawfully meet the situation. 
In addition to the order being revoked, Conference Rul- 
ings Nos. 181 and 203 and Rule 76 of the Tariff Circular 
are withdrawn. 

In discussing the situation Commissioner McChord 
frankly said that the result of the order was what it was 
expected to be, namely, that of showing beyond cavil 
the loose and irresponsible manner in which the transit 
privileges were being operated. He thinks that the re- 
sult was that the tariffs were then for the first time 
properly enforced, as they should have been at all times. 

The Commission is willing to take the word of the 
carriers and shippers thas they can frame lawful tariffs 
providing for lawful substitution in transit, and the effect 
of Monday’s action is an invitation to get busy along 
that line. 


ARGUE ON POLES AND PILING 


Arguments were made before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on Saturday morning in the matter of the 
two complaints filed by the California Pole & Piling Co. 
against the Southern Pacific Co. 

These complaints involved rates charged on carload 
shipments of poles and piling from Oregon to California 
points, which have been based on a differential of $1 over 
the lumber rates as carried in Southern Pacific tariffs. 
The case has been twice heard, having been reopened on 
the petition of the defendant. Attention was called to 
the fact that it has been frequently held by the Commis- 
sion that the rates on poles and piling should not exceed 
the rates contemporaneously in effect on lumber, unless 
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there are some extraordinary conditions affecting the 
transportation which would warrant a higher classifica- 
tion or rating. The following contentions were advanced 
by complainants: First, that while poles may not com- 
pete directly with lumber, they do so compete with round 
mining timbers, on which the $5 lumber rate is applied; 
second, it is contended that the $5 Coast rate, as compared 
with other rates on lumber, is not abnormally or even 
unreasonably low; third, that the rates to points where 


the $1 differential is applied are, in many instances, higher . 


than the rates to points where the rates are alike on both 
lumber and poles; fourth, that the failure to apply the 
lumber rates on poles to all California points results in 
discrimination as to locality; and lastly, that a great 
number of the mining timbers so shipped are identical 
in character with the poles on which the lumber rates 
are applied, thus leading to commodity discrimination. 
Attention was also called to the fact that it is difficult 
to tell when a log ceases to be a log and becomes a pole. 

Counsel for the Southern Pacific claimed that the rates 
on both lumber and piling are unreasonably low; that the 
competition on lumber is more keen than on poles, and 
that the lower lumber rate is the result of competitive 
conditions, and that this should not be allowed to induce 
the Commission to reduce the pole rate to that of the 
abnormally low lumber rate. The claim is made that there 
is and can be no element of competition between poles 
and piling and lumber. The fact that there is active 
water competition for the lumber trade is not disputed, 
and it is safe to say that there is no such degree of ocean 
competition for the transportation of piles and piling. It 
is also claimed that the $6 rate is low in consideration of 
the services performed by the carrier, when the distance 
of 829 miles over which the poles have to be hauled is 
taken into consideration. There are extensive curvatures 
on the road, leading to the necessity for frequent adjust- 
ment of poles and piling during transportation, and the 
service required to handle this class of transportation is 
more expensive than that required for lumber; another 
factor is that poles always require flat cars, whereas lum- 
ber can be loaded in various classes of equipment. It 
was also stated that the density of the movement is in- 
comparably small as taken in consideration with the move- 
ment of lumber. 


EXCELSIOR, FLAX TOW AND TWINE 

Arguments were heard by the Commission on Feb- 
ruary 14 in the two Investigation and Suspensions, Nos. 
170 and 182, covering proposed increases in the rates on 
exceisior, flax tow, flax moss and flax fiber, between St. 
Paul, Minn., Winona and other points to Chicago, Peoria, 
Kansas City and other points. This proposed increase 
follows an increased rate which was in effect from 1906 
to 1912, and which the carriers claim was an unreason- 
ably low rate, urging this as one of the causes for the at- 
tempt to raise the rate; another reason is the increased 
cost of service; and, third, by reason of a recent decision 
of the Commission reducing the rate on excelsior, it be- 
comes necessary to advance the rates on tow. 


C. 8S. Hilyer, counsel for protestants, thinks more than 
this must be shown to warrant advances. He suggests 
that the fact that the International Harvester Co. has 
abandoned the business of manufacturing twine in St. 
Paul, may be a more important factor than any of the 
reasons expressed above. If the Commission in this case 
cancels its order it must reverse its decision No. 4603. 
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Both excelsior and tow are low-grade commodities and 
compete so keenly with materials in other parts of the 
country that they must move on low rates or they cannot 
be used at all. It appears that prior to Jan. 1, 1912, thére 
were no commodity rates on flax tow from-St. Paul. In 
No. 4603 the Commission said the excelsior rate must 
not exceed the flax rate, and, instead of lowering the 
excelsior rate, the carriers preferred to meet the question 
by increasing the flax rate, and this method of meeting 
the Commission’s evident intention to have the high rate 
lowered should not be encouraged. 


John W. Keogh, the complainant in the case, made 
a brief statement in his own behalf, on the commercial 
side of the case, and asked that it be viewed and acted 
upon in a spirit of fair play. The railroads, he said, 
are looking upon the Commission as protecting them to a 
certain extent and are imposing upon it to that extent, 
because they realize the Commission is not going the limit. 

C. C. Wright, for the carriers involved, claims there 
is ample evidence in the record to support the proposed 
changes. When this adjustment is touched, it will pull 
down the rates at other points and in other territory, as 
is evidenced by a state case already under consideration 
in Iowa. 


CONTEST MIDDLESBORO DEMANDS 


Arguments were held before the Commission on Feb- 
ruary 14 in the matter of complaints which have been 
filed by the Middlesboro Board of Trade, three in number, 
involving, first, class and commodity rates from points in 
Georgia and Alabama; second, from Boston, Mass., and 
Providence, R. I, and from Ohio and Mississippi River 
points and Gulf ports to Middlesboro. These complaints 
grow out, in the first instance, of the fact that there is 
an attempt to advance the Jellico rates, and if this is done 
Middlesboro would want to base on Knoxville instead of 
on Jellico. The second complaint grows out of the opera- 
tion of the fourth section as observed by the C. & O., 
making rates to Middlesboro far ahead of the rates to 
Winchester, a point 65 miles beyond. Jellico in this case 
has lower rates than Middlesboro, although 65 miles 
further on, In the third case the Gulf point rates are 
said to be out of line, as are the Ohio River crossings. 
Corbin is the common point. Middlesboro is 44 miles 
southeast, rate 66 cents from Cincinnati and to Jellico 58 
cents, and it is claimed this rate is below their mileage 
scale, being forced down by the Cincinnati, New Orleans 
& Texas Pacific. This, counsel claims, is pretty hard on 
the L. & N. mileage scale, which he claims has already 
been knocked down in another case. 


W. A. Northcutt, for the L. & N., took up first the 
Ohio River crossing points. The rates from Cincinnati 
were made by the Queen & Crescent, and were reduced to 
make equal facilities. Eight cents, he claims, is not too 
wide a differential as between Jellico and Middlesboro. 
in view of the additional service rendered in handling 
traffic to Middlesboro. 


As to the Lebanon case rates, Mr. Northcutt ventured 


the opinion that they are now too low as fixed by the 
decision of the Commission. 





Referring to the effort to increase the Jellico rates, 
he said these rates, which were put in during 1905, were 
due to a clerical error. Asked to explain what this meant 
and why, he replied that they were issued in error; the 
clerk who did it was acting on instructions to amend 
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northbound rates, but he had no authority to modify the 
southbound rates. 


Mr. Clements asked how this could go for years with- 
out it being discussed. Mr. Northcutt said that the traffic 
from Birmingham to Jellico is so light that it was never 
noticed until comparisons were being made in this case. 
He also announced that it is the intenton of his company 
to have the Gulf port rates reduced from $1.35 to $1.30, 
as they are found to be out of line. 

Chairman Lane asked if any injustice would be done 
if Middlesboro were given the Jellico rate on eastern 
traffic. Mr. Northeutt believes Jellico should have a lower 
rate. 

The Cincinnati combination produces a lower rate 
than would a combination via Norton and the N. & W. 
Mr. Northcutt says this is an effort to carry the trunk line 
basis of rates further south without any necessity, com- 
mercially or financially, and if carried out to its logical 
conclusion, it would mean the bankruptcy of the Southern 
road. 

Mr. Gwathmey, for the Southern, said that as to the 
Gulf ports, Birmingham, Macon and Columbus, the entire 
complaint is based upon the difference between the rates 
to Jellico and Middlesboro. The carriers intend to revise 
their rates and work out a number of inequalities, and 
when this is done the Jellico rates from the south and 
southeast will be substantially the same as the Middles- 
boro, $1.12 first class, as against the latter’s present rate 
of $1.21. The proposed adjustment will give Middlesboro 
rates strictly in line, and this, in so far as the southeast- 
ern section is concerned, should be perfectly satisfactory. 

The Knoxville rates were the result of water competi- 
tion, of strong competition east and west; as far back as 
1856 it has been an important market, long before the 
railroads got there and at a time when they received all 
their goods by water. In the Morristown case the Com- 
mission (at least by imputation) recognized the condition 
under which these unusually low rates were instituted, 
and which the Southern has, so far, found it impossible 
to increase. Unless the Commission intends to use these 
Knoxville rates as a club over the railroad, it will be 
readily seen that the Middlesboro rate should be higher, 
but that the rates are gradually graded up. In closing, 
he said that so far as the Southern Railway rates are con- 
cerned Middlesboro is practically a new mining town, with 
no very large demand for rates to compete with the Knox- 
ville rates, and when the Middlesboro interests ask for 
rates to meet the large jobbing interests of Knoxville, 
they are asking for a little more than they are entitled to. 


EXPORT GRAIN FROM CHICAGO 


On February 13 the case of the Board of Trade of the 
City of Chicago against the Illinois Central et al., involv- 
ing the export grain rate from Omaha via Chicago to At- 
lantic seaboard, was argued. The complainants’ side was 
presented by W. M. Hopkins. For a period. of 5 years 
there was an equalized basing of rates on wheat via Balti- 
more and New Orleans from Missouri River points. It 
had been aserted that the Montreal movement was a factor 
in the rates, which, he claims, is not trve, because there 
are only two months in the year when Montreal can ship 
any of this grain. Endeavors have been made to secure 
relief from both the Commission or the railroads, and all 
in vain. The reduction in the New Orleans rate led to 
an increase from 16 to 72 per cent in a few months. They 
want an order from the Commission that would prevent 
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a repetition of such a condition of affairs. He feels that 
the Commission has the power to adjust these rates. 


A. P. Humburg appeared for the Illinois Central, which 
is only one carrier for one part of the routes, and the 
Commission, he thinks, can make no such order as that 
asked for upon the showing in this case. The restoration 
of the 191%4-cent rate, he said, had been satisfactory to all 
parties concerned, including Chicago, as frequently ex 
pressed by parties at interest. The measure of the rates 
was not so essential as was the relationship of the rates. 
The 12%4-cent rate, Omaha_to Chicago, was also satisfactory 
and admittedly so. This rate was not voluntarily estab- 
lished by the Illinois Central, but was established by other 
carriers that do not serve Chicago. 

The differential relationship between all the ports is so 
closely related that no order should be made here, as they 
are not represented and cannot properly set forth their 
own interests, all of which would be involved in any such 
order as that asked for in this case. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 





By an order entered February 1, I. & S. Docket No. 
121, the Commission suspended from February 18 until 
August 18, certain schedules in El Paso & Southwestern 
Railway tariff I. C. C. No. 815. These schedules advance 
rates for the transportation of coal from Dawson, N. M., 
to certain stations located on the Wichita Falls & North- 
western Railway and were previously suspended in this 
investigation from Oct. 21, 1912, until Feb. 18, 1913. 





By order entered February 1, I. & S. No. 174, the 
Commission suspended from February 19 to August 19 
the operation of schedules contained in supplement No. 
12 to Pere Marquette Railroad tariff I. C. C. No. 2594. 

These schedules proposed to advance “break-bulk” 
rates applicable to grain and grain products from Mil 
waukee, Manitowoc and Kewaunee, Wis., to Atlantic sea- 
board, and were originally suspended from Oct. 22, 1912, 
until Feb. 19, 1913. 





By order entered February 14, in I. & S. Docket No. 
220, the Commission suspended until June 14 the follow- 
ing tariffs, effective, except as otherwise noted, Feb. 15, 
1913: 

Chicago & Northwestern Railway Co. supplements 
Nos. 12 and 13 to I. C. C. No. 7348, I. C. C. No. 7412, ef- 
fective Feb. 25, 1913. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway supplement 
No. 113 to C. M. & St. P. I. C. C. No. A9945. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway supplement 
No. 73 to I. C. C. No. C-7692; supplement No. 25 to I. C. C. 
No. C-8724. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway sup- 
plement No. 32 to I. C. C. No. 3422. 

Great Northern Railway Co. supplement No. 14 to 
G. N. Ry. I. C. C. No. A-3130, effective Feb. 16, 1913. 

Illinois Central Railroad Co. supplement No. 3 to 


I. C. C. No. A-8243; supplement No. 16 to I. C. C. No. 
A-7669. 


The Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. supplement 
No. 5 to I. C. C. No. B-47; supplement No. 15 to I. C. C. 


No. A-130. 

Chicago Great Western Railroad Co. supplement No. 
13 to C. G. W. I. C. C. No. 4718. 

These tariffs have been filed in compliance with the 
Commission’s order, effective February 15, in Dockets Nos. 
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3558, Superior Commercial Club vs. Great Northern Rail- 
way Co. et al.; 3754, Chamber of Commerce of the City 
of Milwaukee vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
Co. et al., and 3938, Duluth Board of Trade vs. Great 
Northern Railway Co. et al.; and contain advances in 
rates for the transportation of grain from certain points 
in South Dakota and adjoining territory to Chicago, IIL, 
and Milwaukee, Wis., which in amounts range from % to 
3% cents per 100 pounds. 


EXPRESS COMPANIES REPORT 


On February 15 the Commission made public the re- 
turns of the most important express companies, seven in 
all, made out as per the request of the Commission, show- 
ing the effect which would have been produced by the 
adoption, for a single day, of the tariffs which have been 
proposed in the Commission’s decision on the subject, 
each taking a specific day and setting out the entire move- 
ments on that particular day, and the loss or gain which 
would have accrued. The returns are based not only on 
the entire day’s work, but under the several classifications, 
from which, briefly, the following facts appear: 

The Great Northern set apart Oct. 23, 1912, and their 
entire revenue for that day was $11,351.69, and, as their 
total revenue for fiscal year ending June 30 was $2,879,618, 
or an average of $9,200 per day, October 23 was 123.39 
per cent of an average day. The losses which would 
have accrued were $1,700.48, or a reduction of 16.01 per 
cent. The total revenue on traffic handled on the 
Great Northern lines would have been 15.69 per cent, and 
on their total business for the year there would have 
been an actual deficit of $3,320.55. They claim that under 
the results obtained it is safe to say the rates should 
not be made effective at all. 

The statement of the Northern Express Co. shows 
that the general special rates would result in an 8 per 
cent excess over the present rates, but that such excess 
rates could not be made effective without the loss of a 
large part of the business. On all business there would 
be a loss of 17.3 per cent. The total loss for the year 
ending June 30 would be $2,994,057.13, of which 17.3 per 
cent would be $517,971.88, and of this amount, 50 per cent 
to the Northern Express and 50 per cent to the Northern 
Pacific Railway would mean an annual loss to the North- 
ern Express of $258,085.94, and would have reduced the 
total net revenue to $69,720.72, or a little less than 1.4 per 
cent on its capital stock. 

The Adams showed a loss on all traffic for a single 
day of $18,291.18, or 23.6 per cent; the American, $19,- 
824.66, or 24.2 per cent; the Southern, $9,078.49, or 30.6 
per cent; United States, $10,419.50, or 22.3 per cent, and the 
Wells-Fargo, $16,832.76, or 28.1 per cent. The total busi- 
ness, state and interstate, for the one day was $295,664.13 
and entailed a loss of $74,446.59, or 25.2 per cent. The 
total loss on interstate business for all five companies 
would be $20,518,565.72 on a year’s work on the same 
basis, whereas their income for the year, net, was only 
$4,986,765.92, most of which would accrue on shipments 
of less than 40 pounds each. In many cases their intra- 
state rates are lower than those proposed by the Com- 
mission. The ratio of operating income or deficit to gross 
transportation revenue would be as follows: Adams, 4.86 
per cent; American, 3.79 per cent; Southern, 0.099 per cent; 
United States, 9.05 per cent; Wells-Fargo, 1.45 per cent, or 
on all, 3.89 per cent. For the Western Express Co. the 
returns for the day show a loss on merchandise traffic of 
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25.30 per cent. On their general special there would be 
a gain of 45.68 per cent, and on all other traffic a gain 
of 8.81 per cent. This would result in a loss on all traffic 
of 4.96 per cent. 

The returns for the Globe Express Co. cover 51 type- 
written form sheets which, summarized, show a total of 
2,015 shipments of merchandise, on which the returns 
would be reduced from $2,334.11 to $1,743.07; on the gen- 
eral special business the Commission rates would result 
in an increase from $988.82 to $1,584.76, and on all other 
traffic from $228.19 to $345.22. The net loss is estimated 
at 22.8 per cent. 


AMENDS CONFERENCE RULING 


Feb. 10, 1913. The Commission, in conference, voted 
that Rule 220-(c), Bulletin No. 5, reading as follows: 

(c) Reparation involving refund of alleged over- 
charges in instances in which the lawful tariff rates have 
been applied will be authorized under informal proceed- 
ings only when the carrier admits the unreasonableness 
of the rate charged and it is shown that within a rea- 
sonable time, not exceeding six months after the ship- 
ment moved, it has incorporated in its own tariffs, 
or in tariffs in which it has concurred, the rate upon 
basis of which adjustment is sought, and has thus made 
that rate lawfully applicable via the route over which 
shipment in question moved. Adjustment of a claim of 
this character that is filed with the Commission within 
six months after the shipment moved may, however, be 
authorized, even if more than six months have elapsed 
between the movement of the shipment and the effective 
date of tariff rate or regulation that forms the basis of 
such adjustment. Authority for refund on account of a 
reduced rate or changed tariff regulation will also con- 
tain Commission’s order requiring the maintenance of 
such rate or regulation for at least one year. 
be vacated and set aside and the following rule substi- 
tuted: 

(c) Reparation under informal proceedings will be 
authorized in instances where the tariff rate has been 
applied, upon the filing of an application by the carrier 
or carriers which participated in the transportation of 
the property in question, containing an admission that 
the rate charged was unreasonable, supported by a state- 
ment of the fact substantially showing that the charge 
demanded for the transportation service performed was ex- 
cessive, that within a reasonable time a tariff naming the 
rate upon basis of which adjustment is sought has been 
published, and that such rate has been made lawfully 
applicable via the route over which the shipment moved. 
The Commission’s order for refund on account of a re- 
duced rate or changed tariff regulation will require the 
maintenance of such rate or regulation for at least one 
year. 


ALLOWS INTERVENTION 


The Commission, by order of February 1, has acceded 
to the request of the Chicago Sandoval Coal Co., that they 
be allowed to intervene, file a brief and take part in the 
oral argument in the case of Auburn & Alton Coal Co. 
et al. against the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. et al., Docket No. 5346. Other companies allowed to 
intervene under the same order are the Oden Coal Co., 
Marion County Coal Co. and Centralia Coal Co. 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New devices and methods that have made good by increasing efficiency in freight handling and 
other branches of traffic work. Contributions are welcomed. THE TRAFFIC 
WORLD will be pleased to answer inquiries concerning any 
device or method mentioned in this department. 


THE PACKAGE QUESTION 





One of the most important matters that has come up 
in connection with the controversy as to the relative 
merits of the wooden box and the fiber board package as 
a freight container was the organization during the pres- 
ent week of the Association of Users of Fiber Board 
Containers at Chicago. 

As intimated in the articles of organization, the pur- 
pose of the association is to co-operate with transpor- 
tation companies and manufacturers in establishing and 
maintaining a high standard of shipping containers, and 
at the same time to preserve the present standing of 
the fiber board box for the articles now commonly 
shipped in such cases by the best class of shippers. 

A special interest attaches to the organization at 
the present time in view of the approaching hearing on 
the Pridham case, which was partially heard at Los An- 
geles, Cal., beginning January 25, and of which it is 
assumed that the adjourned hearing will be held in 
Chicago. The adjourned hearing was originally set for 
February 27, but it was first postponed to March 10, and 
it is now understood that the hearing will take place 
before one of the Commissioners within from 30 to 60 
days from the latter date. 


The meeting was held pursuant to the following gen- 
eral call sent out by E. C. Nettels, traffic manager of 
the Postum Cereal Co., Ltd., Battle Creek, Mich. 


POSTUM CEREAL CO., LTD., 
Battle Creek, Mich., Feb. 10, 1913. 
Dear Sir: 

As you are aware, a suit has been instituted before 
the Interstate Commerce Commission by R. W. Pridham 
Co. of Los Angeles versus Southern Pacific Co. and 37 
other railroad companies, demanding the same rates east- 
bound on articles in fiber boxes as apply when in wooden 
boxes. The case came up at Los Angeles on January 28, 
and an adjournment was taken for the further introduc- 
tion of testimony at Chicago, February 27. 

The wooden box interests have appeared in this 
fight and are very active. If they can defeat Pridham’s 
complaint they will be establishing a differential in 
favor of wooden boxes. If this shall apply to east-bound 
shipments, the next step, of course, will be to make it 
apply to west-bound shipments. It will mean, in effect, 
that upon all shipments in fiber cases a higher rate will 
have to be paid than when shipped in wooden cases. 

The fiber box manufacturers understand fully what 
this case means, but for various reasons are not strong 
enough to cope with the situation, and are really help- 
less without the co-operation and aid of users of fiber 
containers. 

The fight which has been made against the fiber con- 
tainer throughout several years seems now to be focused 
upon the Pridham case, as it is the first time this matter 


has been brought directly before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission for a decision. 

It is therefore of the utmost importance to users 
of fiber containers that an organization be perfected at 
once to insure the proper showing and presentation be- 
fore the Commission upon the issue in this case. 

After consultation with the executive committee rep- 
resenting fiber box manufacturers, this company, as a 
user of fiber containers, takes the liberty of calling a 
meeting of fiber users, to be held at the Congress Hotel, 
Chicago,.Tuesday, February 18, at’ 10 a. m. 

We cannot too strongly urge that your company 
send a duly authorized representative to this meeting to 
assist in formulating a proper defense in behalf of fiber 
box users. 

No time can be lost, and if anything is to be accom- 
plished we must act quickly and vigorously. 





There were present the following persons represent- 
ing the interests set opposite their names: 

E. C. Nettels, traffic manager Postum Cereal Co., 
Ltd., Battle Creek, Mich. 

A. B. Williams, general counsel Postum Cereal Co., 
Ltd., Battle Creek, Mich. 

J. C. McDonnell, traffic manager Western Electric Co., 
Chicago. 

J. E. Fellows, Illinois and Michigan Fiber Box Co., 
Battle Creek, Mich. 

W. A. Edmonds, Harsh & Edmonds Shoe Co., Mil- 
waukee, Wis. 

S. W. Campbell, secretary National Shoe Whole- 
salers’ Association, St. Louis. 

Geo. E. McKowen, traffic manager Hummel & Down- 
ing Co., Milwaukee. 

Thomas W. Ross, general manager the Ohio Box- 
board Co., Cleveland, 

Geo. Goodsir, Jr., vice-president Ideal Coated Paper 
Co., Brookfield, Mass. 

J. P. Brunt, assistant sales manager Sefton Manu- 
facturing Co., Chicago. ‘ 

J. E. Glenny, second vice-president and treasurer 
Sefton Manufacturing Co., Chicago. 

A. L. Miller, traffic manager Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co., 
Chicago, 

Walter J. Downes, traffic manager H-O Co., Buffalo, 
Ni --¥; 

E. Wallace, traffic manager Kellogg Toasted Corn 
Flake Co., Battle Creek, Mich. 

Martin Van Persyn, manager transportation depart- 
ment Sprague, Warner & Co., Chicago. 

Robert Keep Clark, American Stove Co., St. Louis. 

Wm. T. Days, traffic manager Mallinckrodt Chemical 
Works, St. Louis-New York. 

E. J. Perkins, chief clerk traffic department National 
Biscuit Co., Chicago. 

L. G. Macomber, traffic manager Woolson Spice Co., 
Toledo, O. 
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Frank Norton Graves, traffic manager Thomson-Tay- 
lor Spice Co., Chicago. 

William G. Colvin, treasurer Rice & Hutchins, Chi- 
cago Co., Chicago. 

H. W. Gibberd, Pingree Co., shoe manufacturers, De- 
troit, Mich. 

Charles R. McAlister, manager general supply depart- 
ment Brown Shoe Co., St. Louis, 

Jno. L. Kellogg, superintendent Kellogg Toasted Corn 
Flake Co., Battle Creek, Mich. 

F. H. Blackburn, and H. N. Sibbald, traffic manager 
National Quality Lamp Division, General Electric Co., 
Cleveland. 

W. TT. Hayes, with J. W. Hicks, traffic manager 
Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chicago. 

Julius A. Hafner, traffic manager, secretary and treas- 
urer Rueckheim Bros. & Eckstein, Chicago; Midland 
Club, Cedar Rapids, Ia., and Shotwell Manufacturing Co., 
Chicago. 

James J. Wait, president Merchants Lighterage Co., 
and Wm. G. Hibbard, Jr., Hibbard, Spencer, Bartlett & 
Co., Chicago. 

C. A. Wrigley, eastern sales manager American. 
Paper Products Co., Chicago, and Escanaba Manufactur- 
ing Co., Escanaba, Mich. 

Thomas W. Ross, general manager Ohio Boxboard 
Co., Cleveland, and Ohio Match Co. of Wadsworth, O. 

W. C. Lindsay, traffic manager National Confec- 
tioners’ Association of the United States, St. Louis, and 
traffic manager National Candy Co., St. Louis. 

The following paragraphs from the by-laws indicate 
the purposes of the organization: 

“The name of this association shall be The Associa- 
tion of Shippers Using Fiber Board Containers.” 

“Any individual, firm or corporation shipping mer- 
chandise in fiber board, pulp board or corrugated straw- 
board containers, or any association composed of such 
shippérs or receivers, shall be eligible to membership.” 

“The object and purposes of this association are to 
co-operate with the transportation companies and manu- 
facturers of fiber cases in establishing and maintaining 
a high standard of shipping containers, and to at all 
times procure from the transportation companies fair and 
equitable recognition, regulation and facilities for ship- 
ments in said containers.” 


Preliminary to the formation of a permanent organi- 
zation, Mr. Williams of the Postum Cereal Co. was in- 
vited to explain the purposes of the meeting, which he 
did in the following words, in part: 


“As I understand the situation, what the users of 
fiber cases in this section of the country ought to do, is 
not, possibly, to act in the Pridham case with the idea 
of assuming all of the burdens and meeting all of the 
difficulties that are presented by Pridham, because we 
are more or less unfamiliar with the conditions that 
might be urged in some respects as to discrimination 
against east-bound freight coming from the Pacific coast. 
But it seems to me what the fiber users of this section 
of the country ought to do is to place the facts before 
the Commission so clearly, and impress them so forci- 
bly, that the Commission will be either assured on this 
hearing, or at some future hearing, that may be ar- 
ranged, that they may be prevailed upon to find that, as 
against a large number of products manufactured and 
shipped from this section of the country, and for which 
the fiber or corrugated containers are used, that no 
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such discrimination should apply, and that these boxes 
should be kept upon the same basis as wooden boxes.” 

Mr. Nettels explained that the meeting had hoped to 
have present Mr. Harman, who appeared in Los An- 
geles on behalf of the Fiber Shipping Containers’ Asso- 
ciation, and fiber interests generally, but he had made a 
very hurried trip to Washington, with the purpose in 
view of trying to have the Commission postpone the Prid- 
ham case for 60 days. 

He then called upon Mr. Ross, president of the Fiber 
Shipping Containers’ Association, and who is familiar 
with the facts, because, upon Mr. Herman’s return from 
Los Angeles, he went into the question very thoroughly. 

Mr. Ross: “I think there are present here to-day 
two or three men who were at Los Angeles, and who 
might more properly be called upon to speak than my- 
self; but, as far as our association is concerned, we 
know practically all there is to know about the case up 
to the present time. 

“I would like to start by answering a point that Mr. 
Williams raised there, in which he said that he did not 
know what peculiar reasons there were for not permit- 
ting the movement of fiber shipments east-bound, and so 
forth, 

“That goes back to the meeting of the Transconti- 
nental Committee, some years ago, in which we asked 
for the movement of goods in fiber cases in both direc- 
tions. They brought forward objections of the wooden 
box interests and lumber interests, making a case which 
was very strong, in reference to these roads operating 
to the coast, and it was rather in the measure of a 
compromise that they gave us the west-bound movement 
and withheld the east-bound movement. 


“That compromise was acceptable to the fiber in- 
terests because we could not, none of us manufacturers 
could hope to, use the fiber cases to the coast, and for 
our east-bound movement, to compete there with the 
wooden boxes, so we were willing to take the west- 
bound movement, which was the principal movement for 
all of you shippers and for ourselves as manufacturers, 
and we took that west-bound movement and allowed 
the east-bound movement to be shut out. 


“There is no consistent reason why the goods should 
not be moved east-bound as well as west-bound. The 
railroads are aware of that, too, and if Mr. Pridham 
should have gone to the railroads quietly, instead of 
going to the Commission, he could have obtained the 
east-bound privileges for his boxes. I do not think there 
is any question about that, but instead of that he went 
to the Commission, and that, unfortunately, has opened 
up the whole subject before the Commission, and has 
given the wooden box interests a chance to file an in- 
tervention, which they have done, and also afforded them 
an opportunity to present a very strong case at Los An- 
geles, which they did, and in which locality the wooden 
box is the strongest and the fiber box is the weakest, 
more so, perhaps, than in any other part of the country. 

“As a manufacturer, I want to enlighten some of you 
as to the work that we have done for the last five years. 
Probably most of you know that the Fiber Shipping 
Containers’ Association. has worked, as has the Corru- 
gated Association, very hard with the carriers in order 
to establish the present rules. When we started in the 
game there were no rules. Any kind of a fiber box was 
accepted at a 20 per cent—well, at different penalties, 
but we first got the rules established whereby the fiber 
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box would be carried at the same rate as a wooden box. 
These rules have been elaborated, and we have attended 
the meetings of the Classification Committees, in fact 
each of its meetings, for the last three or four years, 
and we have worked hard, and, we believe, successfully, 
in maintaining the fiber box for the shipper’s use on a 
parity with wood. 

“There is the situation, in the minds of the railroads, 
and you have got to work that out, whether you are go- 
ing to use the fiber for certain commodities which are 
clearly shown to be showing bad damage in shipment— 
that is a matter for you to decide, but the fact now be- 
fore the Commission, and what we confront, is to con- 
vince them that the fiber. box is entitled to a fair deal 
and an opportunity to demonstrate its efficiency. We 
think that it has done so, bit we want to demonstrate 
that it is efficient with the majority of shippers.” 

During the meeting for organization, which con- 
sumed a considerable portion of two days, various ques- 
tions were discussed as to whether an; association repre- 
senting the manufacturers of hard fiber board and cor- 
rugated fiber board should be formed, or whether there 
should be separate associations. This matter was dis- 
cussed at length, and the determination being reached 
that under the present circumstances there should be no 
division of the manufacturers of the two classes of fiber 
board. There was also some question as to the admis- 
sion of manufacturers, but it was concluded that the 
purposes of the organization would be more completely 
brought about. by the exclusion of the manufacturers, 
with the suggestion, however, that any assistance they 
might be able to render would be gratefully received. 

The association then elected the following-named 
officers: 

Officers. 

President, L. A. Clark, Ball Brothers Manufacturing 
Co. 

Vice-president, S. W. Campbell, representing National 
Shoe Wholesalers’ Association, 

Secretary and treasurer, Julius A. Hafner, Rueck- 
heim Bros, & Eckstein. 

Members of board of directors, E. C. Nettels, Postum 
Cereal Co.; C. R. McAlister, Brown Shoe Co.; W. A. 
Edmonds, Harsh & Edmonds; W. T. Days, Mallinckrodt 
Chemical Works; Martin Van Persyn, Sprague, Warner 
& Co. 


TO IMPROVE EGG CASES 





At the annual meeting of the National Poultry, But- 
ter and Egg Association, which was held in Chicago re- 
cently, the transportation committee was authorized to 
confer with the carriers and co-operate in devising ways 
and means for the elimination of economic waste, loss 
and damage in the handling of poultry (live and dressed), 
butter and eggs. The National Poultry, Butter and Egg 
Association, as indicated by the name, is national in its 
character, having a membership of between 600 and 700 
in the United States. The organization is representative 
of shippers, receivers, storage and warehouse men, and 
as an organization is anxious to improve conditions in 
the respect above mentioned. To that end it is working 
closely with the food research laboratories of the U.S. De- 
partment of Agriculture, in charge of Dr. Mary E. Pen- 
nington, who is conducting practical experiments. 

Based on resolution adopted by the annual conven- 
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tion, the transportation committee conferred with the 
General Managers’ Association of Chicago, which organi- 
zation embraces in its membership all Chicago lines east 
and west, and that association appointed a standing com- 
mittee of three to co-operate with the transportation 
committee of the National Poultry, Butter and Egg Asso- 
ciation. 


Co-operating with the movement also is a standing 
committee of the American Railway Perishable Freight 
Association and several of the weighing and inspection 
bureaus. 


The receivers of eggs are practically unanimous in 
their desire to eliminate the number 2 egg case filler 
and restrict all shipments to what is known in the trade 
as medium or better fillers. The medium or better fillers 
must weigh at least three pounds per set of 10 trays 
and 12 dividing boards in order to pass under the desig- 
nation “medium or better.” It will be within the prov- 
ince of the joint conference committees to recommend 
methods of packing, stowing, bracing and handling ship- 
ments, so as to give reasonable insurance against the 
ordinary present-day hazard of transit. Many instances 
are reported where consignors have substituted news: 
paper for dividing boards; also where they have failed 
to provide the necessary cushion of excelsior in the cases 
under the bottom and over the top layer of eggs. 

The last issue of the New York Produce Review and 
American Creamery contains editorial mention, which in 
part is quoted below: ; 

“The greatest difficulty and the greatest need in the 
damage loss question is to devise some system which will 
throw the losses for damage upon those responsible for 
them. So long as carriers pay damages for loss occa- 
sioned by poor packing and the use of cheap, flimsy cases 
and fillers there can be little incentive to pack properly, 
and the incentive to improve the care with which goods 
are handled in transit is also lessened.” 


WOOD BOX MAKER’S CONVENTION 





Manufacturers of wooden boxes from all over the 
country, constituting the National Association. of Box 
Manufacturers, met at Chicago for their annual conven- 
tion February 18 to 21. The attendance was about one 
hundred and the business of the association was con- 
ducted with a great deal of interest and energy. Thurs- 
day was an executive session, at which it is understood 
that recent developments in the box situation, resulting 
from the Pridham case, received ample discussion. 

The papers which were to have been read by Col. 
B. W. Dunn and W. H. Gatchell, as announced on p. 462 
of last week’s TRAFFIC WORLD, were not presented, owing 
to the inability of these gentlemen to attend the con- 
vention. 

J. E. Williams, chairman of the Uniform Classification 
Committee, spoke very briefly on “The Possibilities of 
Standardizing Wooden Boxes From the Classification 
Standpoint,” and offered to assist the Standardization 
Committee of the National Association of Box Manufac- 
tures in any manner compatible with his duties as chair- 
man of the Uniform Classification Committee. The 
Standardization Committee of the association presented 
a brief report, and has been continued with a view to 
developing recommendations on this important subject. 
Cc. Fred Yegge, vice-president, Chicago Mill & Lumber 
Co., Chicago, is chairman of this committee. 
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After the executive session on Thursday, Harry A. 
Wheeler, president of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States, gave a splendid and highly appreciative 
address on the work the National organization aims to 
do in uniting the business men to the country to accom- 
plish a few~very great reforms, such as the improve- 
ment of our currency and credit system, and other mat 
ters in this class which will benefit the business of the 
tntire country. 

On Thursday evening there was a banquet and en- 
tertainment, at which the visiting members were the’ 


Secretary, W. H. Wharton, commercial agent N., C. 
& St. L. Railway. 

Treasurer, Chas. B. Hopper, general freight agent 
Goodrich Transit Co. 

First vice-president, W. M. Hopkins, manager trans 
portation department Board of Trade. 

Second vice-president, Frank W. Smith, member Uni- 
form Classification Committee. 

Third vice-president, L. Richards, traffic manager 
Quaker Oats Co. 

Directors (for two years): 








Banquet National Association of Box Manufacturers. 


guests of the Chicago box manufacturers and machinery 
dealers and publishers e¢losely associated with the box 
industry. 

Col. Henry B. Maxwell, who has been manager of the 
association since Oct. 1, 1912, and its active representative 
in the Pridham case and other important matters in the 
field, will, of course, continue in this position. 


TRAFFIC CLUB OF CHICAGO 

The nominating committee of the Traffic Club of 
Chicago has announced the following as the regular 
ticket to be voted on at the annual election on March 25: 

President, Guy S. McCabe, general western agent 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 

F. B. Montgomery, traffic manager Internationa] Har- 
vester Co. 


V. D. Fort, assistant freight traffic manager Illinois 
Central Railroad. 

C. E. Finch, general agent American Express Co. 

H. K. McEvoy, assistant general passenger agent 
Chicago & Alton Railway. 


NEWARK CLUB DINNER 


At the fourth annual dinner of the Newark, N. J., 
Traffic Club the local traffic problems and their correct 
sOlution was the principal theme of the addresses. United 
States Senator James Smith, Jr., was a guest of the 
evening, and in his speech deplored the lack of trade be- 
tween this country and South American republics as 
compared with that of Germany, and gave as the cause 
the stubborn views of some politicians, whose one aim 
had seemed to be restraint of intercountry commerce. 
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Nathaniel Duke, freftght traffic manager of the Lacka- 
wanna Railroad, said, in part: 

Advocates Modern Appliances and Methods, 

“J have in mind the lining of the Jersey shore from 
Kdgewater to and including Newark Bay with mammoth 
iocks, constructed and equipped with modern appliances 
for the economical and expeditious handling of traffic 
from ear to ship and ship to car, these docks to be 
served by a terminal railroad with ample north and south 
bound tracks, connecting with all Jersey trunk line 
roads, and by additional] tracks for handling traffic 
1rough Bergen Hill to and from the many bonded and 
jobbing warehouses, which would be located both east 
and west of the hill and could be especially designed 
for the economical and orderly storing of freight not 
available for immediate shipping. 

“Such improvements, with ample deep water, would 
not only expedite but save expense in handling of all 
kinds of traffic for transshipping. It would attract job- 
bers and manufacturers to the chain of warehouses 
lied on both the Jersey shore and the meadows, 
where, geographically and physically, they should be 
located, instead of following the present economically 
wrong principle of building and maintaining such docks 
and warehouses on Long Island on the other side of New 
York Bay. 

“Let the development of a Greater New Jersey har- 
bor be the slogan, not only of the State Riparian Com- 
mission, but of this splendid municipality. Its accom- 
plishment will be the logical solution of your harbor 
problem and the principal factor in maintaining New York 
as the world’s greatest port.” 

Mr, Duke also asked for better co-operation and plan- 
ning between the traffic department and operating depart- 
ment of the railroads, and praised the latter for the 
efficient manner in which it measured up to the some- 
times exacting demands of the traffic end. 


The necessity of co-operation between the men inter- 
ested solely in traffic betterment and the City Plan Com- 
mission was the main text of David Grotta, president of 
the City Plan Commission. He told of the necessity of 
absolute co-operation, and declared the City Plan Com- 
mission was even more interested in securing wider 
streets to better traffic conditions than it was in beauti- 
fying the city. Mr. Grotta also said that one of the 
main objects of the commission was to secure better 
housing conditions. 


Wide Traffic Knowledge. 


Turning from the needs of the city, Mr. Grotta told 
of his experience recently in Panama. He forecasted 
a revolution in the traffic and industrial world after the 
opening of the canal, and expressed doubt as to whether 
or not the United States was fully prepared for the 
opening. He also deplored the absence of the American 
flag at the mastheads of the vessels which he saw so 
many of about the entrance to the canal, and earnestly 
declared he believed in the fortification of the canal and 
the maintenance of a squadron of war-ships in the adja- 
cent waters. 

ixtending a hearty greeting from the New York 
Traffic Club, President August F. Mack of that club 
made an extremely interesting address. He showed he 
had an intimate and wide knowledge of traffic conditions 
in his own city and throughout the country as well, and 
said it was his hope that the question of the Panama 
Canal opening would be given much more serious thought 
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by the American people than is being given at present, 
and warned his hearers that European countries were 
exhibiting a much greater interest in the subject than 
the Americans, who are building the canal. 

John H. Donnelly, president of the Newark Common 
Council, paid high tribute to the progress which the New- 
ark Traffic Club has made in its aims, and declared it 
had done more to boost Newark than any other organiza- 
tion in the city. 

Those seated at the speakers’ table were: C. A. 
Swope; James M. Reilly; A. Preston Jump, chairman of 
the board of governors of the club and freight agent of 
the Carnegie Steel Co.; August F. Mack, president of the 
New York Traffic Club; Nathaniel Duke, representing 
the traffic department of the Lackawanna Railroad of 
New York; John T. Rogers, president of the local organi- 
zation and traffic manager of the Edison Co.; former 
United States Senator James Smith, Jr.; Judge Charles 
F. Moore of New York; David Grotta, president of the 
City Plan Commission; Charles Milbauer, traveling 
freight agent of the Transcontinental Freight Co., and 
John H. Donnelly, president of the Common Council. 


Mr. Rogers, as toastmaster, opened the program of 
speeches with an address on the program of the local 
traffic club, saying that four years ago the club was or- 
ganized with five members, while to-day there were 175 
members. 


Among those present at the dinner were: G. H. 
Cobb, division freight agent New York & Pennsylvania 
Railway; W. S. Cowie, general eastern freight agent 


Erie Railroad; James Fitzsimmons, general eastern freight 
agent Delaware & Hudson Railroad; Arthur Hamilton, 
general freight agent Central Railroad of New Jersey; Wm. 
T. Pratt, general eastern freight agent Soo Lines; F. G. 


Woulfe, general freight agent Lehigh Valley Railroad; 
H. B. Collison, general agent Great Southern Dispatch; 
J. L. Eysmans, assistant general freight agent Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad; C. L. Gillespie, assistant superintendent 
Carnegie Steel Co.; H. B. James, president International 
Lighterage Co.; William Pedrick, Jr., district passenger 
agent Pennsylvania Railroad; C. E. Rolfe, general eastern 
freight agent Delaware & Hudson; E. A. Amaden, A. 
Archibald, C. C. Bacon, E. A. Bancroft, A. Barnett, W-. 
Cc. Bates, R. F. Bird, B. L. Birkholz, C. W. Braden, J. 
Fred Braun, O. M. Brown, Roy L. Busby, J. J. Byrne, E. 
J. Cabaret, L. E. Campbell, Thomas A. Cassidy, W. W. 
Clarke, W. H. Coates, T. F. Colligan, W. C. Conner, Jr., 
E. Cooke, J, R. Cooke, W. S. Copping, W. J. Creighton, 
J. H. Cross, D. R. Crotsley, Mr. Crowley, P. J. Croxton, 
Abram Davis, Howard Day, J. B. De Friest, J. B. Din- 
ning, Nat Duke, R. J. Durkin, W. J. Eisner, O. M. Ells- 
worth, C: M. Evans, F, A. Farnsworth, F. A. Feidler, C. 
W. Feigenspan, R. A. Funger, C. J. Geiger, T. Geins- 
hiemer, A. J, Gifford, C. H. Goodrich, D. B. Gray, W. T. 
Grier, David Grotta, A. J. Gubruel, C. H. Gulick, H. H. 
Hamill, O. A, Harris, H. K. Hartman, A. A. Hoffman, 
Cc. E. Hoffman, C. C. Hopper, J. C. Huertas, E. P. Hulse, 
George W. Jagel, Harry Johnson, R. M. Johnson, A. Pres- 
ton Jump, J. J. Kantzman, J. R. Kidd, Jr., Mr. Kingsley, 
A. S. Koenig, J. J, Lane, George B. Leach, F. H. Leyland, 
D. H. Litter, H. A. Logel, T. J. Lynch, A. F. Mack, J. J. 
Malay, Joseph J. Mangin, J. A. Martin, E. H. W. Max- 
well, P. K. Meehan, J. A. McCarthy, R. E. McHugh, T. 
McManus, C. A. McMurray, Charles Milbauer, R. H. Mills, 
C. H. Mitchell, F. L. Montgomery, Charles F. Moore, 
Arthur Mudd, George J. Needham, S. B. Newman, John 
o’Connor, C. J. Phillips, B. F. Pomfert, H. B. R. Potter, 
B. R. Price, George H. Pride, E. H. Quinn, W. E. Quinn, 
J. S. Reardon, John T. Rogers, William A. Ruehl, J. T. 
Ruth, J. M. Russell, William J. Ryan, C. F. Seegar, G. 
W. Shannon, Edwin Shutes, Frank W. Smith, R. E. 
Smith, E. M. Snyder, G. L. Snyder, R. S. Stubbs, Chris 
Thomson, C. W. Tomlinson, S. A. Trussell, R. Alan 
Turner, Charles Vail, Arthur Von Orx, R. O. Von Stueben, 
Cc. H. Van Winkle, E. F. Walsh, L. Weingarten, L. J. 
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Wesley, H. Otto Wittpenn, J. S. Wood, J. H. Wood, F, R. 
Yealland. 


The success of the dinner belongs to the dinner 
committee, which so thoroughly arranged the details. The 
committee in charge of the arrangements consisted of 
A. Preston Jump, chairman; R.*°E. McHugh, J. J. Lane, 
D. H. Litter, A. Archibald and J. M. Russell. 


RAILWAY BUSINESS OFFICERS 


The Railway Business Association announces that ac: 
ceptances of appointment to its general executive com- 
mittee are now in hand, so that the list of officers for 
the year 1913 will stand as follows: 

President, George A. Post, New York. 

Vice-presidents: A. M. Kittredge, Dayton, O.; W. E. 
Clow, Chicago; G. W. Simmons, St. Louis; S. P. Bush, 


New York; William McConway, Pittsburgh; W. H. Miner, 
Chicago; A. H. Mulliken, Chicago; Rudolph Ortmann, Chi- 
cago; W. W. Salmon, Rochester, N. Y.; J. H. Schwacke 
Philadelphia; James S. Stevenson, Detroit; H. H. West 
inghouse, New York; W. W. Willits, Chicago. 

Advisory committee: J. S. Coffin, O. H. Cutler, Irving 
T. Hartz, E. B. Leigh, W. H. Marshall, A. H. Mulliken 
H. H. Westinghouse, W. W. Willits, and the president 
and vice-presidents. 

Secretary, Frank W. Noxon. 

Assistant treasurer, M. S. Clayton. 


INTERURBAN TRAFFIC SERVICE 
At a meeting of the committee on express and freight 


traffic of the transportation and traffic branch of the 
American Electric Railway Association, held some weeks 


Detroit Traffic Club Dines 


Columbus, O.; Alba B. Johnson, Philadelphia; H. G. Prout, 
Pittsburgh; W. G. Pearce, New York. 

Treasurer, Charles A. Moore, New York. 

Executive members: E. L. Adreon, St. Louis; J. C. 
Bradley, Buffalo; J. S. Coffin, New York; Walter H. Cot- 
tingham, Cleveland; O. H. Cutler, New York; William C. 
Dodd, Newark, N. J.; Henry Elliot, East St. Louis; Irving 
T. Hartz, Chicago; F. T. Heffelfinger, Minneapolis; W. B. 
Leach, Boston; E. B. Leigh, Chicago; W. H. Marshall, 


ago, a list of questions .was formulated to be submitted 
to member companies. Among the points covered in the 
list were the following: 

The possibility of pick-up and delivery service in con- 
nection with express and freight traffic on interurban lines 
and the possibility of using auto-trucks in connection with 
this service. 

The value of general exchange of business between 
electric and steam lines. 
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The possibilities for a uniform scale of rates based 
on mileage for interurban lines. 

The matter of “per diem” charges for equipment when 
it is used by foreign lines, similar to the arrangement 
adopted by the American Railway Association. 

The value of establishing a standard classification for 
freight. 

The matter of adopting the standard American Rail- 
way Association rules for the settlement of freight claims 
covering loss and damage. 

The possibility for increased revenue by establishing 
another class of freight which would be handled on pas- 
senger trains at a slightly higher rate than freight of the 
ordinary classifications. 

The question of the possibilities in adopting standard 
rates for milk and cream, and for freight left uncalled 
for beyond the usual allowance of free time. - 


RULES ON FREIGHT BILLS 





The Commission, on Tuesday, made public a general 
order of investigation agreed upon on Dec. 9, 1912, in 
which it gives notice of its intention of going into the 
question as to what facts should be set forth in a freight 
bill or receipt issued to a shipper. The express com- 
panies are excluded from the inquiry. 

The inquiry is based upon the fact that complaints 
have been received that the carriers have failed to estab- 
lish, observe and enforce just and reasonable regulations 
and practices affecting receipts or bills for freight charges, 
and that the present practices are unjust, unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, unduly preferential and otherwise 
unlawful. The inquiry is to be had with a view to finding 
out whether the charges are well founded, with a view 
to issuing rules to prevent further violations, and “par- 
ticularly for the purpose of determining whether the 
freight bills or receipts shall include, with respect to the 
shipments covered thereby, the following: 

1. The point of origin. 

2. The date of. shipment. 

3. The correct weight of shipment. 

4. The route, including the name and initials of each 
carrier participating in the haul, and the junction points 
through which the shipments moved. 

5. The initials and number of the car. 

6. Adequate description of the property transported. 

7. The rate or rates applied to the transportation. 

8. A statement of the nature, amount and point of 
accrual of each item of charge for stop-in-transit, recon- 
signment, switching, car service, storage, or any other 
charge incident to the transportation. 

9. Where such bills are presented to the consignee 
they should also show the name of consignor, and date 
of arrival of shipment at destination. 


C. T. A. DINNER 


The sixth annual dinner of the Chicago Transporta- 
tion Association, given in the banquet hall of the Audi- 
torium Hotel, on February 20, was by far the most suc- 
cessful one ever given by the association. 

W. A. Garrett, vice-president Chicago Great Western, 
acted as toastmaster, and those who are familiar with 
his ability in that direction need not be told of the 
admirable way in which he acquitted himself. The prin- 
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cipal speakers were Mr. J. N. Tittemore, whose subject 
was “Inspiration to Be Drawn From the Month of Feb- 
ruary;” Rev. Wm. T. Dorward, who talked on the 
“Golden Key of Success,’ and Mr. Harry F, Atwood, 
who spoke on “Washington, Lincoln and McKinley.” 


PERSONAL 


Mr. C. E. Hix is appointed superintendent of trans- 
portation Seaboard Air Line Railway, effective Feb. 20, 
1913. This is a newly created position. 


Mr, G. S. Ward is appointed chief special agent Sea- 
board Air Line Railway, effective March 1, 1913. 


W. F. Freeman has been appointed soliciting freight 
agent Georgia Southern & Florida Railway Co., at At- 
lanta, Ga., vice Mr. W. B. Butler, resigned. 


M. H. Dorsett, commercial agent of the Macon, Dub- 
lin & Savannah Railroad, at Jacksonville, Fla., having 
resigned to accept service with another company, the fol- 
lowing appointments were made effective on February 11: 
E. S. Johnson, commercial agent, Jacksonville, Fla.; W. 
F. Mundee, contracting freight agent, Jacksonville, Fla. 
The traveling freight agent, contracting freight agent 
and soliciting agent in Florida will all report to the 
commercial agent at Jacksonville. The office of com- 
mercial] agent at Miami is abolished, but the commercial 
agent at Jacksonville will have an office in Miami during 
the season of perishable shipments, 

J. A. Sullivan, local freight agent the Wabash Rail- 
road, at Detroit, is promoted to division freight agent at 
Detroit, succeeding E. H. B. Cull, deceased. 

Charles J. Laney, traffic manager of the Toledo, 
Bowling Green & Southern Traction Co., with headauar- 
ters in Findlay, O., has been appointed traffic manager 
of the Cleveland Southwestern & Columbus Railway, 
with headquarters in Cleveland, O., effective March 1. 

Mr. Laney’s earliest service was with steam lines, 
having worked for both the Wabash and the Ohio Cen- 
tral. 

Effective February 24, Mr. Bennett Maass is ap- 
pointed commercial agent of the Macon, Dublin & Savan- 
nah Railroad Co., with headquarters at Savannah, Ga. 

J. F. Barron, formerly local freight agent, Illinois 
Central, has been appointed general agent freight de- 
partment of the Union Pacific system, including the Ore- 
gon Short Line and Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navi- 
gation Co., with offices at 112 West Adams street, Chicago. 








INDORSES DEMURRAGE RULES 





By notice given on February 18, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission has tentatively indorsed the changes 
in car demurrage rules adopted by the American Railway 
Association on Nov. 20, 1912, to Rule 1, to note to Rule 
3 and to Rule 9 of the National Car Demurrage Rules; 
also a resolution that Interpretation No. 931 respecting 
Rule 9, section A, be withdrawn, and proposed a revision 
of the form of average agreement. 

The Commission recommends that the changes be 
made effective on all interstate transportation by properly 
filed tariffs. The action of the Commission, of course, is 
subject to the right and duty of the Commission to in- 
quire into the legality and reasonableness of any rule or 
rules, upon complaint. 
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The Traffic World’s 


Free Commercial Service 


The Traffic World has 


been impressed with the dif- 
ficulties which confront the man 
called upon to make an investiga- 
tion of technical problems involv- 
ing the possible purchase of equip- 
ment or supplies which will add to 
the efficiency of the traffic or 
transportation department. 


It often happens that some one 
firm may have just the device, or 
information needed, but through 
being unknown to the person ma 
ing the seatch, his inquiries will 
never receive a satisfactory answer. 


The Short Haul Department will 
answer many such questions as 
naturally arise. The advertising 
pages will answer others. But we 
are now prepared to supply the 
demand for 


A Broader Service--Free 
The Traffic World will endeavor 


to put any person who places an 
inquiry with this department, under 
his business letterhead, in touch 
with individuals or firms best able 
to answer questions on the follow- 
ing subjects: 

Motor Truck Transportation 


Freight a Moraes and Methods 
Packing Ma’ Methods 
Heong ‘Shi 
0 rt ipments 
See eae orwarding and Customs Brokerage 
Offe fe cent and Methods 4 : 


This service will be conducted promptly, 
along broad lines, and absolutely without 
bias of any sort. Simply address an inquiry 
to The Traffic World, which is the natural 
clearing house for information on these sub- 
jects, and let us do the searching. 


CLEVELAND TRAFFIC CLUB 


The Traffic Club of Cleveland was organized Febru 
ary 15. Seventy-eight men holding positions in freight 
and traffic departments of railroads, water lines, ele 
tric Jines and industrial concerns of Cleveland signed on 
the roll of charter members, 

There have been several such organizations in Cleve 
land heretofore which have passed out of existence, but 
it was announced that this club has been formed on a 
different plan and on a more permanent basis, and it is 
expected that, like similar clubs of New York and Chi 
cago, it will bring about many reforms in shipment of 
freight in and out of Cleveland. 

“The club’s principal object will be the bringing to 
gether of the men employed in the freight traffic depart 
ments of the various railroads and industrial concerns 
into co-operative and social relationship,” said D. F. 
Hurd, head of the traffic bureau of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, who was elected president of the new club, “and 
we hope by this means to improve traffic conditions of 
this city.” While the club will hold bi-monthly meetings, 
there is no intention, at present, of establishing perma 
nent clubrooms. 

The officers elected yesterday besides Mr. Hurd are: 
W. A. Newman, general freight agent of the L. S. & 
M. §&., first vice-president; J. A. Coakley, division freight 
agent of the American Steel & Wire Co., second vice- 
president; W. V. Bishop, traffic manager of the Upson 
Nut Co., secretary, and C. M. Andrus, traffic manager of 
the Otis Steel Co., treasurer. 

The board of governors consists of C. F. Wood, gen- 
eral agent of the B. & O.; J. W. Clark, division freight 
agent of the Big Four; M. C. Graham, local agent of the 


John A. Droege’s new book is ready 


Freight Terminals and Trains 


It gives the latest material for a wide group of railroad men. 

For engineers whe plan, build and maintain, 

For officers who operate the various plants. 

For the agent whose responsibilities and methods are im- 
portant. 

For the yardmaster, trainmaster, and manager, and the be- 
ginner, it presents a vast amount ‘of practical material. 

7 superintendent, the Providence Division, N. Y., N. H. & H. 
R. Co., Mr. Droege has been able to get information of 
the Right kind. 

His book is not full of general statements. It gives facts— 
comparisons—conclusions. 

This big volume includes not only a revision of “Yards and 
Terminals,”” but a great mass of new material. The scope and 
treatment were broadened—in fact, it is a new book, 

It covers design and operation with practical data on methods, 
equipment, records, apparatus, etc., etc. 


CONTENTS 


The Terminal Problem. Water Front Terminals. 
Terms and Definitions. Coal Piers and stecnge Plants. 
General ee eeeneean of Ter- 7 te and Lumber Docks. 

minal Design. Grain Elevators, 
Track Construction and Main- Freight Houses. 

tenance Details. British Freight Service. 
Classification Yards. Transfer Stations, 
Operation of a —— Handling of 
The Yardmaste ght. 
Management ona Discipline. The Height Agent. 
Loading a. Operations of ight pean, 
Making Up Trains. ene. Ventilating and 


— Dalfeery Service. 

Yards. The Engine House, 
ine. stock. Handling. Engine Cooling Plants. 
Weighing Freight. Ash and Sand Plants. 
Records and Statistics. The Engine House Foreman. 


465 pages, 6 x 9, 208 illustrations, $5.00 (21s.) -net, 


postpaid. 
The Traffic World, Chicago. 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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Pennsylvania; L, H. Geller, division freight agent of the 
Erie; B. C. Tucker, vice-president of the Lorain & West 
Virginia; George R. S. Brock, general agent of the Adams 
Express; W. E. McEwen, traffic manager of the National 
Refining Co.; A. J. Mitchell, traffic manager of-the Na- 
tional Carbon Co.; I. S. Reynolds, traffic manager of 
the Sherwin-Williams Co., and M. F. Doyle, traffic man- 
ager of the Cleveland Grain Co. The board of governors 
vill meet to-morrow to elect a chairman, 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


An experienced TRAFFIC MANAGER, now conduct- 
ing a successful Traffic Bureau in the East, desires a 
position, preferably with an industrial concern in the 
West. Thoroughly capable and can furnish the highest 
references. Address F 69, THe TRAFFIC WORLD, Chicago. 
ee 

Young man, age 30—now ASSISTANT TRAFFIC 
DIRECTOR of a large traffic organization, desires change. 
Would prefer position with commercial club or an op- 
portunity to organize and manage a traffic department 
connected with one. Am thoroughly posted on the trans- 
portation of all commodities. 

Address F-66, The Traffic World, Chicago. 


““"Young man, thirty years of age, desires position as 
TRAFFIC MANAGER. Twelve years’ experience with 
traffic association and divisional, tariff bureau and genera’ 
freight offices of large road. Familiar with elassifications, 
tariffs, etc., also rules and regulations of potn Canadian 
Railway and Interstate Commerce Commission. Address 
THe TRAFFIC WorRLD, A56. 








POSITION WANTED. 

Commercial or Industria] Concern: Are you looking 
for a TRAFFIC MANAGER to improve the efficiency of 
your service and decrease operating expenses? I am 
thoroughly familiar with traffic conditions in New York and 
vicinity, rate making and interstate commerce regulation. 
Fourteen years’ practical railroad and forwarding ex- 
perience; proven ability as executive. Can produce re- 
sults. P 50, The Traffic World, Chicago. 





Wanted—Situation by a man 39 years of age; expe- 
rienced in railroad work and general office work with 
manufacturing concern. Seventeen years as TRAFFIC 
MANAGER, credit man, etc., for large manufacturing 
concern doing both domestic and foreign business. Ad- 
dress F-61, THe TRAFFIC WORLD, Chicago, III. 









ARTHUR B. HAYES 
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 






Former member of the Depertment of Justice ae 
Sollottor of internal Revenue 





interstate Commerce Litigation 
a Speciality 
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JUST ISSUED 


Handbook of 


Railroad Expenses 
By J. Shirley Eaton 


Formerly Statistician Lehigh Valley Railroad 
559 pages, 5x7, flexible leather, $3.00 (12/6) net, postpaid 


An analytic presentation of railroad expenses based 
on the classification in force by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. It includes: 

I. An elaborate dictionary of expenses; 
II. <A consolidated index of the rulings of the Com- 


mission for clarifying expenses; and 
III. The texts of the Commission’s classifications of 
capital, income, expense and outside operations, dis- 


bursements and of revenue and of statistical units, to- 
gether with the official balance sheet revised to date. 


Mr. Eaton has long been a recognized authority. 
His book should be especially valuable to railroad ex- 
ecutives, accountants, and to investors in railroad se- 
curities. 

THE CHAPTER HEADS ARE: 
I. The Capital and Income Accounts. 
I. Maintenance of Way and Structures. 
I. Maintenance of Equipment. 
’. Traffic Expenses. 
. Transportation. 
VI. General Expenses. 
VIl. Outside Operations. 
VIII. Additions and Betterments. 


— 
14 


Order Today from 


The Traffic World 


418 S. Market St. 








HE Greatest Era in the history of World Com- 
merce is at hand. International trade will be 
increased by Billions of Dollars when the Pan- 
ama Canal is opened. 
Men Are Needed; A Great Opportunity 
A new edition cf our book, ‘‘Water Borne Traffic,” 
just off the press, shows you how to take advantage of 
the great need for men to handle this vast commerce. 
It points out the golden opportunities for those trained 
for the direction of this enormous trade. 


BoRNE LT RAFFIC 


Is the greatest new field of the present day. The 
NATIONAL TRAFFIC COLLEGE, in order to equip 
you to enter this field at the very start, offers the most 
comprehensive study on this subject ever written. Get 
ready now, before the canal is opened. 


COPY FREE oe ee 


Owing to the great demand, the 
first edition of this booklet was quickly 
exhausted. If you have not received a 
copy send for one NOW. Fill out and 
mail the coupon. Do it this very day. 


NATIONAL 


Dept A. Chicago 


Traffic. 


National Traffic College 


Please send me your free 
booklet on Water Borne 
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Chicago Freight Rate Guide || PRINTING 


OF CLASS RATES of such class as will 
ED ee a eT iene toe attract attention 


to a representative list of towns in every state in 
the Union as well as to eastern and western Canada. 






















Special Features of this Guide include an entire E will gladly suggest, plan or 
alphabetical arrangement within each state; Lake . 
and Rail rates from and to Chicago and Milwaukee; compile folders, booklets or any 
Differential rates from all principal eastern basing printing required at reasonable cost. 
points; Lake rates from Chicago and Milwaukee to 7 J : 
points in Michigan and Wisconsin; Through rates to Estimates cheerfully furnished. Write 
Southeastern Territory (based on the lowest com- . : 
bination possible on a through bill of lading), and us regarding any of your requirements 
Special Routing instructions where necessary to se- in our line when next in need. We 
cure a scale of rates applying via one line or h - ht dd s . lin 
gateway. ave nignt an ay service — otype 
_ Issued in loose leaf, and kept up to date at all and monotype composing machines — 
times. Subscription price of $7.50 per year includes ‘i ee 
the use of Guide and receipt of all changes affecting full up-to-date bindery and printing 





rates listed therein throughout twelve months. 





equipment. 





INVALUABLE as a quick reference for the Traffic 
Manager, Rate Clerk, Traveling Salesman or Esti- o o 
mating Department. Sample pages sent upon request. The Blakely Printing Co. 
Routings, C0 Classifications 
Rate Quotations, W.W. MARTIN & s Rate Systems 
418-430 So. Market St., CHICAGO 


417 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, III. 








THE TAPLEY IMPROVED 
ELEVATING TRUCK 


SKELETON MODEL 








TRUNNION RODS, ROLLER BEARING SWIVEL CASTERS 


ENDORSED BY PRINTERS, PAPER HOUSES, MANUFACTURERS EVERYWHERE 











Cranking—Wasting Time 

Small Wheels to Pull Hard 

Low Platforms to Reduce Hand lin 
Efficiency 











Maximum Efficiency, Absolute Safety 
No Danger, Concentrated Storage Space 
Increased Production 






PRICES AS CATALOGUED 





SKELETON MODELS ONLY 
ARE MANUFACTURED NOW 


TAPLEY SPECIALTY CO. 
531 West 37th Street, NEW YORK 
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Directory of Attorneys 


Practicing before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


| Charles Conradis 


Practices before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
418-430 South Market St., Chicago 
506-7-8-9-10 Colorado Bldg., Washington, D. C. 











Practices before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


1605-14 Pierce Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 












Belt & Graves 


Attorneys at Law; practice before Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and all Courts 


810-814 Times Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


John B. Daish 


Interstate Commerce cases only 
1410 Security Trust Bldg., Chicago 
602-606 Hibbs Bldg., Washington, D. C. 
















Walter E. Mc Cornack 


Formerly attorney for Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; Counselor at Law 
Suite 956 First National Bank Bldg., 
Chicago, Ill. 





Wade H. Ellis 


Interstate’ Commerce Commission cases 
504-512 Southern Bldg, Washington, D. C. 







Arthur B. Hayes 


Attorney at Law; former member of the Depart- 
ment of Justice as Solicitor of Internal Revenue; 
Interstate Commerce litigation a specialty. 


Colorado Bldg., Washington, D. C. 





James A. Wagoner 


Specializing Interstate Commerce Cases 
1807 City Hall Square Bldg., Chicago, IIl. 
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Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost 


Francis B. James (Commerce Counsel and Attor- 
ney and Counselor at Law), in charge of Washing- 
ton office, where E. E. Williamson (Transportation 
Expert and Statistician) is associated. 

805-6-7-8 Westory Bldg., Washington, D. C. 
First National Bank Bldg., Cincinnati, O. 







Cc. D. Chamberlin 


Attorney at Law, Commerce Counsel for the 
National Petroleum Association 
Rose Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 
























Jean Paul Muller 


Formerly with I. C. C. and Dept. of Justice as 
Expert Acct, and Spcl. Asst. U. S. Atty. Specialty: 
Financial and Operating Analyses, Cost of Service 
Tests and Comparisons in Interstate and Intrastate 
Rate Litigation. 

Corcoran Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


Richard J. Donovan 


Counselor at Law; Preparation of cases and trials 
of cases before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
a specialty; Experts on railroad tariffs furnished; 
Correspondence invited. 


170 Broadway, New York 























H. C. Lust 


Formerly of Haynie & Lust. Traffic Cases Only. 
Evidence Compiled and Cases Prepared and Handled 
for Carriers or Shippers. 

Corn Exchange Bank Bldg. CHICAGO 


Emerson Bentley 


Attorney at Law; Special attention to commerce 
practice before the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and Railroad Commission of Louisiana. 

224 First National Bank Bldg., Shreveport, La. 
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EXPORT BUSINESS 


Most manufacturers are waking up to the fact that this is an important subject 
and are reaching out for such trade. A competent Forwarding Agent can be 


of material assistance to manufacturers. 


We quote rates of Freight and Marine Insurance to all places abroad and shall 
gladly answer inquiries respecting Consular Regulations, Customs Duty, etc. 


G. W. SHELDON & CO., Chicago, New York, London, Liverpool, Paris, Havre, Boulogne-Sur-Mer 


Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, 


Warehousemen, 


Custom House Brokers, etc. 





Huguenot Express Co. 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 


634 West Thirty-sixth St. Prone 839 Greeley. For- 
warders, truckmen for all lines; bulk shipments from 
eut ef town a specialty; up-to-date facilities for storage 
and distribution. 


Judson Freight Forwarding: Co., Inc. 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


443 Marquette Bldg. Carload distribution to all rail- 
reads at Chicage without teams; L. C L. shipments of 
machinery forwarded at reduced rates to all principal 
western and Pacifie Coast points. 


The Reading! Truck Co. 


DETROIT, MICH. 


@ixth and Congress Sts. Authorized cartage agents 
Canadian Pacific railways and for 
. Special attention given to 
carload freight for two or more 
Merchandise delivered as ordered. 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 
360-356 Seneca St. “Unsurpassed facilities” for stom 


ing, handling, transferring and forwarding goods. Tele- 
phone No. 633. 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 
LOVISVILLE, KY. 
Import and export freight contractors, transfer ané 


reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bonded and 
free warehouses. 


Ashley Warehouse Co. 


ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Bonded and general storage. Drayage facilities. Cars 
promptly handled. Custom house entries attended ta 
Insurance, 18c. Track connections. 


We Will Take Care of Your Binding 


DON’T RISK LOSS OF VALUABLE BACK NUMBERS 
of The Traffic World 


They may never be missed until you need one on 
the instant for reference in some matter involving a 
considerable amount of money. The expense of 
binding a complete volume is a trifle compared to 
the value of the time saved in reference over the 
waste of handling a pile of loose numbers. 


Uniformity of bindings is always very desirable, 
and the best way to obtain it is to simply send your 
complete file back to The Traffic World every year 
and get the regular binding. You get good quality 


of binding at a reasonable price, because your order 
gets the advantage of being one of many for the 
same kind of work. Costs are as follows: 


Binding The Traffic World, complete set for 
one year, including tariff section, four vol- 


Binding The Traffic World, complete set for 
one year, tariff section omitted, two volumes. 2.50 


We pay no transportation charges. Forward your 
papers early and take advantage of quantity prices. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market St., CHICAGO 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Subscribers to the 


DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD an? 
TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


have the privilege of communicating withjour Washington office at any time concern- 
inggany tariff, new-or old, or any other matter coming within the scope of the bureau 
which subscribers may wish to have looked up or personally investigated in Washing- 


ton!by our representative in charge there. 


For this purpose we act as the paid 


agents of subscribers m Washington, the service being free except in cases where 
unusual expense is incurred. 


Subscribers are registered there and replies willJbe made bywire, if requested, 
on payment of telegraph tolls. 


Let us send samples ‘of this Daily Publication 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


CHICAGO 


LEADING COMMERCIAL AND TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
atate Commerce Commission, state rail- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
Proper legislation where deemed neces- 
gary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 
Membership—Those eligible as mem- 
bers are traffic directors, managers, 
commissioners or other officials in 
charge of traffic of industrial or com- 
mercial organizations and traffic officers 
of representative. shipping concerns in 
the United States. 

Headquarters, Tacoma Bidg., 

La Salle St., Chicago. 


Officers. 


5 North 


J. M. Belleville, President, 
G. F. A., Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., 


Pittsburgh, 

G, Wilson, Vice-President, 
Comm’, Transportation Bureau of 
Commmerciai Club, Kansas City, Mo. 
Oscar F. Bell, ‘Secretary-Treasur er, 
T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michigan 

Ave., Chicago, Ill. 
David P. Chindblom, Assistant Secretary 
5 North La Salle St., Chicago. 


Nationa! Implement and Vehicle Associa- 
tion. W. J. Evans, Freight Traf. Mgr., 
American Trust Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 

Sterling 
Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Association. 

In charge of traffic industries located 
at Sterling and Rock Falls, Ill 

W. P. s President 

H. ; Vice-President 

W. J. Burleigh Secretary-Treasurer 

W. E. Traffic Manager 


MINNESOTA. 
Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. H. S. Childs, Secy., Minneapolis. 


MISSOURI. 
Business Men’s League. P. W. Coyle, 
Comm’r, 614 Bank of Commerce Bidg., 
St. Louis, 


TENNESSEE, 

The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. R. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, Vice- 
Pres.; James s. Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 

National Federation of Traffic and Trans- 
portation Clubs. J. V. Zartman, Pres.; 
Carl K. Landes, Secy. 

The Chicago Transportation Association. 
Ray F. Clark, Pres.; H. DB. MacNiven, 
Secy. 

The Traffic Club of New York. A, F. 
Mack, Pres.; C. A: Swope, Secy. 

The Spokane Transportation Club. Chas. 
W. Colby, Pres. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago. F. B. Mont- 
gomery, Pres.; Guy S. McCabe, Secy. 
The Traffic Club of Dallas, Tex. T. B. 

Jackson, Pres.; G. S. Maxwell, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of philadelphia. 
Bedford, Pres.; C. el 

Secy. 


Te Traffic Club of > rv, Clarence 
H. Howard, Pres.; S Secy.- 


Treas. 


The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh. J. T. 
Johnston, Pres.; D. lL. Wells Secy. 

The = rtation Club of india Ie. 

8 lows, Pres.; L. B. Stone, beov. 
e site Club of New England 
a E. Byrnes, Pres.; Wan. Cc. = 

cy. 

The Transportation Ciub of Cincinnati. 
C. W. Poysell, Pres.; J. H. Anderson, 
Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Louisville. 

D. C. Harris, Pres.; S. J. McBride, Sec. 

The Transportation Ciub of Toledo. L, G. 
Macomber, Pres.; J. S. Marks, 

The Traffic Club of St. Paul. J. R. Jones, 
Pres.; A. L. Bowker, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Newark. John T. 
Rogers, Pres.; J. R. Cooke, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Seattle. F. W. 
Parker, Pres.; F. R. Hanlon, Secy. 

The Transportation Club of Detroit, Mich. 
L. M. White, Pres.; Hurley, Secy. 


Transportation Club ‘of San Francisco, J. 
F. Burgin, Pres.; Theo. Jacobs, 


Secy. 

The Railroad Club of Kansas City, Mo. 
James L, Marens, Pres.; Claude Man- 
love, Secy. 

The Teamapertation i" Traffic Club, 
Birmingham, Ala. lL. Sevier, Pres.; O. 
F. Redd, Secy. 

The Traffic Club of Minneapolis. F. 8. 
Pool, Pres.; F. B. Rowley, Secy. 

Sait Lake Transportation Ciub. C. J. 
MeNitt, Pres.; EB. Rowland, ‘ 
Traffic Club of Milwaukee. C. J. - 

schy, Pres.; R. M. Thayer, Secy. 

Transportation Club of Lima, oO. Pe 
P. ceaeeee, Pres.; D. L. Rupert, Secy.- 


Trea 
omer Rapide Traffic Club, Grand Rapids, 


has. H. Lilley, Pres.; James 


Bale, Secy. 








THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


THE BOOK SHELF 


The Act to Regulate Commerce and The Commerce Court Act....... 















Tariff Circular 18-A-—Photographic Reproduction, 8x11 inches.......... 0s : 
Supplement No. 2 to 18-A-~ Photographic Reproduction, 8xll inches.... .05 
ET II, «ics oanrtds. 2. oy ba Os viene eho 1s» fib ob waghines be.- - 3.20 
Table of Commodities of the Decisions of the I. C. C.—From January, 
1006, to July, 1QUQ occ sg een et cee rece steer cess cen: oe eees .20 ad 
Decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission—First 23 Volumes 
eee ee ee eee ear ee ee 77.00 Vi 
Railroad Freight Rates, with ed Tables, etc., Explaining the Present im 
Rate System and Its Evolution; McPherson...................--.+- 2.42 
The Working of the Railroads— What They Are—What They Do and 
How They I, oun sbc dy weckn tna tned de cochesseoes 1.63 
Transportation in Europe—Transportation Conditions in Europe, both 
Rail and Water, Carefully Analyzed; McPherson................... 1 
When Railroads Were New—A History of the Early Railroads of the 
Country and of the Men Who Built Them; Carter................. o2 
Studies in American Trades Unionism; Hollander................... 2 .96 
Interstate Transportation, Covering All Phases of the Subject, both 
eel OE PEON: -TIRGS fos vb ks ncedsdnngoen tdassiecccrivens 6 .00 





Railroad Traffic and Rates—The Development of Rate-Making, and the 
Keeping of Freight and Passenger Records, Carefully Treated; John- 
ie Ce, ol >. ahh es pela eded ery ucneedsds ee | 6.42 
on Carriers—For Traffic Men and Lawyers. Includes Chap- 
ters on Interstate Commerce Act, Dem Limitation of Liability, 
“— Regulation, Conflict of Laws, mee Carriers, etc. ; reengeceaeal a 









Lust '& Merriam’ s Teena Gs cick the period from January 1, 1908, 



















EY Fons onnsinns Wank «n0sk da ncchan ee thies Lene eee 8.00 
Labor and the Railroads—Treating of the Confli pees Schedules 
of Labor and the Idea of P (Management andj Re- 
nsibility; Fagan........ Lt Ghd gidibhee © oobbs 0s cadeencadipaess 1.10 
Problems in faieen Legisiation—Haines. sd es eedelaeah hee oeekibesd 1.75 
Railway Rate Theories; Hammond.......................2.eee ee ceees 1 
Moore on Carriers—A Practical Treatise on the Law of Carriers of Goods, 
eS Live Stock, ete.; D. C. Moore... . .......cccccceccecces 6 .30 
Nellis on t Railways—1911 Edition. An Up-to-date Treatise on 
the Laws Relating to Street Railways. .............-.eeeee-eeeeee 13 
American Electrical Cases—Completely Covering 35 Years, with Annota- 
tions and Cross-references—9 volumes..............2.0ceseeeeeceees 54 
Frost on Federal Corporation Tax Law—Just off the Press............ 4.00 
Street Railway Reports—Gives the Decisions in the Federal and Courts 
of Last Resort of All the States, from April 1, 1903, to 1906........ 15 .00 
The above, continued, two volumes per year. Per volume Dita Mess sis 5 .00 





Railroad Administration—With Numerous Charts and Folders; Morris. 2.15 
American Railway Transportation—A Hand-book of Information Upon 
All Phases of Railroading; Johnson...................-2ececececss 1 .60 
The American Transporta’ on Question—Rates, Service, Financial Re- 
turn, Valuation, Efficiency, Discrimination and Other Phases Anal- 









RI ois | AcE PE AEE aS ah 4 4E VW ded ws 00 6p MEET Neboe bobs 6 ov 6 1 60 
American Gommereial Law Series—The Business Man’s Adviser and 

ER SOUL WOMMIINRS FINO oi... wrcccccesccnceccehacsccssaccé 12 .00 
Ocean and Inland Water Transportation—Johnson ................. 1.63 
Eiements of Transportation—Johnson ..................-cceeeeeeeee 1.63 
Railroad Reorganization—Daggett ........... 2.2... cece cece ce ceees 2.10 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, CHICAGO 





